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RECOMMENDATION 


Shoshone  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area 


I.  Results  of  Review  for  Wilderness  Characteristics: 

The  Shoshone  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area  was  inventoried  along  with 
the  larger  review  area  (NV-040-099)  in  which  it  is  located  during 
a  special  early  inventory  conducted  in  conjunction  with  the  Inter¬ 
mountain  Power  Project  (IPP)  accelerated  wilderness  inventory.  The 
inventory  revealed  that  the  review  area  does  not  meet  any  of  the 
criteria  established  by  the  Wilderness  Act  as  essential  for  wilder¬ 
ness  designation. 

NV-040-099  -  Shoshone  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area 


Area  Description  and  Size:  The  designated  Natural  Area  is  160 
acres  in  size  and  its  contiguous  roadless  area  contains  3,840 
acres.  The  combined  total  of  4,000  acres  is  less  than  the  minimum 
needed  to  qualify  the  area  for  wilderness  consideration. 

Naturalness:  Fencelines,  a  well,  and  a  powerline  contribute  to  the 
evidence  of  man’s  activities  which  dominate  the  review  area.  The 
unit  is  generally  in  an  unnatural  condition. 

Outstanding  Opportunities:  (1)  Solitude  -  The  small  size  of  the 
area  combined  with  its  lack  of  substantial  vegetation  and  topographic 
diversity  combine  to  minimize  opportunities  for  solitude.  (2)  Pri¬ 
mitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  -  Hiking,  dry  camping,  photography, 
and  nature  study  are  all  physically  possible  in  this  area,  but  neither 
the  quantity  nor  quality  of  these  opportunities  can  be  considered  out¬ 
standing. 

Supplemental  Values:  Pygmy  sage  (Artemesia  pygmia)  is  an  unusual 
species  which  grows  in  the  area,  however,  it  is  not  threatened  or 
endangered. 

II.  Economic  and  Social  Impacts: 

The  economic  and  social  impacts  stemming  from  the  release  of  the 
Natural  Area  from  further  wilderness  consideration  will  be  minimal. 
Because  the  Natural  Area  will  continue  to  maintain  its  present  de¬ 
signation  and  will  be  subject  to  all  of  the  legal  restrictions 
which  currently  affect  it,  release  from  further  consideration  will 
insure  that  all  conditions  affecting  grazing  and  mining  in  the  area 
will  remain  constant. 

III.  Analysis  of  Long  and  Short  Term  Effects: 

There  should  be  no  effects  of  either  a  long-term  or  short-term 
nature  following  from  the  elimination  of  this  area  from  further 
consideration  for  wilderness. 
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IVo  Discussion  of  Options  Foregone: 

Economic  benefits  which  might  be  expected  to  follow  from  the 
ultimate  designation  of  the  area  as  wilderness  will  be  foregone, 
but  will  be  almost  totally  offset  by  the  presence  of  a  number  of 
BLM  and  Forest  Service  areas  of  ongoing  wilderness  study  in  the 
same  general  vicinity,,  The  same  type  of  situation  applies  to 
the  social  impacts  of  the  recommendation,  i0e„,  a  recommendation 
against  further  wilderness  consideration  will  remove  one  area  of 
potential  wilderness,  but  will  leave  several  other  areas  in  the 
same  general  vicinity.  The  impact  is  further  reduced  in  that 
the  Natural  Area  will  continue  under  the  protection  afforded  by 
the  Natural  Area  designation. 

V.  Recommendation: 

The  Shoshone  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless 
acreage  lack  wilderness  character  and  should  be  dropped  from 
further  wilderness  consideration. 

VI o  Approval : 


/s/  Frank  Gregg 

Di rector 


JiinR  77.  iQftfl 

Date 
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STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Shoshone  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area 
White  Pine  County,  Nevada 
Ely  District 


Previously 
Designated  Area 

Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics  0 

Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 


Recommended  For  Designation  0 

Recommended  Against  Designation  0 


Contiguous 
Lands  (if  any) 


0 


0 

0 


Total 


0 


0 

0 


Ownership  in  Study  Area  (5-26-76) 

BLM  160 

Private  0 


3,840  4,000 


0 


4,000 
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Photo  #1  Looking  northeast  into  the  Natural  Area  showing  pygmy  sage. 


Photo  #2  An  overview  of  the  Natural  Area  looking  west 


BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation: 

The  Shoshone  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area  was  made  a  Natural  Area  on 
February  4,  1965.  This  decision  was  published  in  the  Federal 

Register,  February  4,  1965.  The  goals  of  such  designation 
are: 


A.  To  assist  in  preservation  of  an  example  of  the  pygmy  sage 
ecosystem  for  comparison  with  those  ecosystems  influenced 
by  man. 

B.  To  provide  an  educational  and  research  area  for  "scientists 
to  study  the  ecology,  successional  trends,  and  other  aspects 
of  the  natural  environment". 

C.  To  provide  a  gene  pool  and  preserve  for  an  unusual  species. 
(Recreation  Information  System  -  Moriah  Planning  Unit). 

Such  designation  segregates  the  Research  Natural  Area  from  all 
form  of  appropriation  under  the  public  land  laws,  except  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  and  the  material  sale  and 
mineral  leasing  laws. 

II.  Significant  Resource  Data: 

The  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area  sustains  a  cover  of  pygmy  sage 
(Artemisia  pygmia)  an  unusual  species  which  is  not,  however, 
threatened  or  endangered. 

III.  Description  of  Report  Area: 

The  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area  is  located  in  Spring  Valley,  northwest 
of  Mount  Wheeler.  The  area  is  entirely  flat  and  the  only  vegetation 
is  extremely  low  growth,  including  pygmy  sage. 

The  Shoshone  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area  and  review  area  NV-040-099 
are  located  within  the  Ely  District  Moriah  Planning  Unit,  which 
is  over  2  million  acres  in  size.  The  nearest  population  centers 
are  Ely  and  Baker  in  Nevada,  and  the  nearest  large  population 
centers  are  Reno  (350  miles)  and  Las  Vegas  (280  miles)  in  Nevada, 
and  Salt  Lake  City  (230  miles)  in  Utah. 

According  to  calculations  made  in  1974  (Water  for  Nevada,  Special 
Report  Input-Output  Economic  Models  State  Engineers  Office,  Division 
of  Water  Resources.  September  1974),  sixty-one  workers  in  the 
Moriah  Planning  Unit  are  directly  dependent  upon  the  recreation 
industry,  and  70  workers  are  either  directly  or  indirectly  employed 
in  the  recreation  industry. 


IV.  Summary  of  Public  Participation: 

A.  Description  of  the  Process: 

The  Pygmy  Sage  Natural  Area  was  inventoried  along  with  the 
larger  review  area,  NV-040-099  in  an  early  accelerated 
inventory  conducted  in  conjunction  with  the  Intermountain 
Power  Project  (IPP) .  A  public  meeting  to  describe  the 
findings  of  the  special  inventory  and  to  invite  public 
comment  was  held  in  Ely  on  November  14,  1978,  and  a  90 
day  comment  period  was  held  from  November  19,  1978  to 
February  16,  1979,  during  which  the  public  was  invited 
to  comment  on  the  findings  of  this  special  project  inven¬ 
tory. 

B.  Summary  of  Analysis  of  Comments: 

No  public  comment  was  received  during  the  formal  public 
comment  period  regarding  either  the  Pygmy  Sage  Natural 
Area  or  review  area  NV-040-Q99.  One  letter  was  received 
after  the  close  of  the  comment  period  which  support  wilder¬ 
ness  classification  for  the  area. 
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APPENDIX 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I.  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  Number  (area  or  island,  grouping  of  areas  or  islands): 
NV-040-099 

Area/Island  name:  Pygmy  Sage 

District:  Ely  NV-040  State:  Nevada 

II.  SUMMARY 

A.  Results  of  Wilderness  Characteristics  analysis. 


1 . 

Does  the  area 

or  island  appear  natural? 

Yes 

X 

No 

2. 

Does  the  area 
opportunities 

or  island  offer  outstanding 
for  solitude  or  recreation? 

Yes 

X 

No 

3. 

Does  the  area 
qui rements? 

meet  any  of  the  size  re- 

Yes 

X 

No 

4. 

Does  the  area 
val ues? 

or  island  have  supplemental 

X  Yes 

No 

5. 

Are  additions  to  the  area  needed  for  manage¬ 
ment  considerations? 

Yes 

X 

No 

B.  Resulting  Map. 

Attach  a  map  showing  inventory  area,  roads,  rehabilitation  potential  areas, 
management  additions,  and  recommended  boundary  of  W.S.A. 

III.  RECOMMENDATION 
Check  one: 

_ Area  or  island  should  be  approved  as  a  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

X  Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study  and  should  be 
released  from  interim  management  protection. 

_  A  portion  of  the  area  (s)  or  islands  (s)  should  be  approves  as  a  W.S.A. 

’  for  further  study  and  reported  to  the  President,  with  the  remainder 
released  from  interim  management  protection  (reference  to  map). 

IV.  APPROVAL 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
SITUATION  ANALYSIS 


I.  UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 

Area/Island  Name:  Pygmy  Sage 

Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-040-099 

State:  Nevada  District:  Ely 

II.  UNIT  ANALYSIS 

Describe  the  following  factors  (use  additional  sheets  if  necessary). 

A.  Ownership:  Approximately  1,500  acres  are  in  private  ownership.  Three 
private  tracts  exist  along  eastern  perimeter:  Crystal  Queen  Mine,  Willard 
Springs,  Robinson  Ranch. 

B.  Size  of  unit  or  number  and  size  estimates  of  multiple,  units:  15,900 
acres  are  within  review  area.  This  area  is  subdivided  into  7  areas,  none 
of  which  exceed  5,000  acres,  by  documented  roads. 

C.  Easements:  Phone  and  power  easement  parallels  Road  4  (T.13N. ,R.66E)  17.5' 
and  White  Pine  Road  33  and  numerous  road  easements  on  perimeter  are  major 
easements . 

D.  Leases:  Oil  and  gas  leases  exist  throughout  unit. 

E.  Mining  Claims:  Crystal  Queen  patented  mine  and  numerous  claims  (inactive) 
on  Rattlesnake  Knoll  are  within  unit. 

F.  Permanent  Improvement:  Spring  developments,  agricultural  improvements  at 
Robinson  Ranch  are  major  improvements. 

G.  Existing  Use:  Grazing  occurs  throughout  unit  except  in  developed 
agricultural  area  in  southeast  portion  of  unit. 

H.  Human  Activities:  Few,  except  those  associated  with  existing  uses  and 
maintenance  of  permanent  improvements. 

I.  Land  Treatment/Manipulations 

1.  Earth/rock  movements  at  Rattlesnake  Knoll  and  Crystal  Queen  Mine; 

2.  Hay  production  in  SE  agricultural  area. 

J.  General  Vegetation  and  Topographic  Features:  Area  is  generally  flat, 
slightly  sloping  towards  center;  sage  and  grasses  are  only  vegetative 
features . 

K.  Contiguous  Lands:  N/A 
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III. 


UNIT  EVALUATION 


A.  Could  area  or  island  be  considered  to  not  have  potential  for  wilderness 
study?  Why?  Pgymy  sage  natural  area  is  instant  study  area,  however, 
area  obviously  lacks  all  wilderness  characteristics . 

B.  Is  area  or  island  of  sufficient  size?  No 

C.  Is  there  any  public  support  for  wilderness  consideration  of  the  area 
or  island  or  any  part?  No 

IV.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION  (Check  appropriate  block). 

A.  Areas  or  islands  (or  groupings)  are  recommended  for  further 

wilderness  inventory.  _ 

B.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  not  qualify¬ 
ing  for  further  inventory,  or  as  wilderness  study  areas.  X 

C.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  a  wilderness 

study  area  without  further  wilderness  inventory.  _ 

V.  APPROVAL: 


■i  3  - 


AN  AMPLIFICATION  OF  AND  ADDENDUM  TO  THE  WILDERNESS 
INVENTORY  SITUATION  ANALYSIS 

CHARACTERISTIC  ANALYSIS 

A.  NATURALNESS  ANALYSIS 

Six  documented  roads  dissect  review  area  NV-040-099  into  several  smaller 
roadless  portions,  none  of  which  are  of  a  size  greater  than  5,000  acres. 
Additionally,  these  are  about  9  miles  of  fence  line,  7  miles  of  utility 
line,  4  undocumented  routes,  and  2  wells  in  the  review  area. 

B.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION 
ANALYSIS 

1 .  SOLITUDE  ANALYSIS 

a.  SIZE:  Opportunities  for  solitude  definitely  suffer  from  the  small 
sizes  of  the  natural  portions  of  the  review  area. 

b.  CONFIGURATION:  The  configurations  of  the  natural  portions  are  not 
particularly  significant  in  consideration  of  the  opportunities 
for  solitude. 

c.  TOPOGRAPHIC  SCREENING:  Practically  no  topographic  screening  is 
provided  by  the  flat  valley  floor  upon  which  the  review  area  is 
1 ocated . 

d.  VEGETATIVE  SCREENING:  Only  a  low  brush  cover  is  sustained  by  the 
review  area,  and  this  provides  no  screening. 

e.  ABILITY  OF  USER  TO  AVOID  OTHERS:  The  solitude  seeker  in  any  of  the 
natural  portions  of  the  review  area  would  almost  certainly  encounter 
other  users  of  the  area. 

f.  CONCLUSION:  Opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  review  area  are 
quite  poor  due  to  the  very  small  sizes  of  the  natural  portions 
and  the  almost  total  absence  of  any  type  of  screening. 

2.  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

a.  DIVERSITY  OF  RECREATION:  Hiking,  dry  camping,  photography,  and 
nature  study  are  all  physically  possible  in  review  area  NV-040- 
099.  These  do  not  comprise  an  outstanding  diversity. 

b.  QUALITY  OF  RECREATION:  The  featureless,  treeless  nature  of  the 
review  area,  and  the  small  sizes  of  the  natural  portions  combine  to 
make  all  opportunities  for  recreation  less  than  outstanding. 
Opportunities  for  nature  study  are  somewhat  better  than  are  those 
for  hiking,  camping  and  photography  because  of  the  presence  of 
pygmy  sage.  Pygmy  sage  is  not,  however,  a  rare  or  endangered 
species.  Therefore,  natural  study  opportunities  are  not  outstand¬ 
ing. 
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c . 


CONCLUSION:  Neither 
unities  for  primitive 
is  outstanding. 


the  diversity  nor  the  quality  of  opport- 
and  unconfined  recreation  in  the  review  area 


C.  SIZE  ANALYSIS 

Narrative:  There  are  no  areas  exceeding  5,000  acres  within  this  study  area. 

SUMMARY:  1.  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous  Federal  land 

and  is  it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its  preservation 
and  use  in  an  unimpared  condition?  _ Yes  X  No 


C.  Wayne  Howie 


Z--  7-^o 

Date 


Addendum  written  by: 


LETTERS  RECEIVED 


Henry  Peck 

534  Bookwalter 

New  Carlisle,  Ohio,  45344 


1/ 


J anu  ary  22,  1980 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

300  Booth  Street 

Room  3008  Reno,  Nevada,  89509 

Dear  Sirs : 

I  am  writing  in  response  to  a  recent  Nevada  BLM  Wilderness 
Bulletin  I  received  from  you  which  listed  several  wilderness  study 
areas  decisions  had  been  made  about,  concerning  preserving  such  areas 
for  wilderness  status,  and  about  certain  other  areas  about  which 
decisions  have  not  yet  been  made.  I  feel  that  the  following  areas 
should  be  reverted  to  wilderness  status  and  kept  that  way,  though  the 
decision  has  already  been  made  to  the  contrary  about  them:  Swamp 
Cedar  NV-040-180,  Pygmy  Sage  NV-040-99,  Virgin  Mountain  NV-050-0420, 
and  Mountain  Meadow  NV-060-221.  These  areas  should  be  reclassified  as 
wilderness.  The  criteria  for  wilderness  retention  given  in  the 
Interim  Management  Policy  and  Guidelines  for  Lands  Under  Wilderness 
Review  dated  December  12,  1979?  are  excessively  strict  and  arbitrary , 

particularly  with  reference  to  areas  less  than  5000  acres  and  the 
extent  of  man’s  impact  on  these  areas.  The  same  goes  for  the  following 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  about  which  decisions  have  not  yet  been  made: 

Pine  Creek  Canyon  NV-O5O-O337,  Pinyon- Joshua  Tree  Transision  NV-050-0337 
and  NV-O5O-O338A,  Bristlecone  Pine  NV-040-048A,  Goshute  Canyon 
NV-020-617  and  NV-020-622.  Please  make  all  the  above  areas  wilderness 
areas . 

Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


Henry  Peck 
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RECOMMENDATION 


Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area 


I.  Results  of  Review  for  Wilderness  Characteristics: 

Review  Area  NV-040-180,  which  includes  the  Shoshone  Ponds 
Natural  Area,  was  inventoried  during  a  special  project  inven¬ 
tory  conducted  in  1978  in  conjunction  with  the  Intermountain 
Power  Project.  That  inventory  found  that  review  area  NV-040- 
180  met  the  Wilderness  Act  criteria  for  naturalness,  but  lacked 
outstanding  opportunities  for  either  solitude  o t  a  primitive 
and  unconfined  type  of  recreation.  The  roadless  portion  of  the 
inventory  unit  containing  the  designated  Natural  Area  is  less 
than  5,000  acres.  The  review  area  was  dropped  from  further 
wilderness  consideration. 

NV-040-180  -  Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area 


Area  Description  and  Size:  The  designated  Natural  Area  (1,240 
acres)  combined  with  its  contiguous  roadless  lands  total  2,640 
acres  of  public  land.  The  original  inventory  unit  of  73,000 
acres  was  broken  into  twelve  separate  areas  as  a  result  of  road 
documentation. 

Naturalness:  Numerous  intrusions  occur  throughout  the  review 
area,  but  the  roadless  lands  contiguous  to  the  Natural  Area  are 
in  a  relatively  natural  condition.  The  evidence  of  man's  activi¬ 
ties  appears  to  be  substantially  unnoticeable  in  the  area  as  a 
whole. 

Outstanding  Opportunities:  (1)  Solitude  -  The  flat  terrain  and 
low  vegetation  combined  with  the  small  size  of  the  Natural  Area 
and  its  contiguous  lands  limit  the  ability  of  a  visitor  to  avoid 
others  in  the  area.  Opportunities  for  solitude  are  not  considered 
to  be  outstanding  in  this  area.  (2)  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Recreation  -  Hiking,  camping,  nature  study,  and  photography  are 
activities  which  could  take  place  in  this  area,  but  neither  the 
diversity  nor  quality  of  these  activities  are  considered  outstanding. 

Supplemental  Values:  Two  species  of  endangered  fish  have  been 
transplanted  into  man-made  ponds  in  the  Natural  Area  e.g.,  the 
Steptoe  Dace  and  the  Pahrump  Killifish.  Remnants  of  a  Civilian 
Conservation  Corps  camp  also  exist  within  the  Natural  Area. 

II.  Economic  and  Social  Impacts: 

The  economic  and  social  impacts  resulting  from  this  recommendation 
will  be  minimal.  Because  the  Shoshone  Ponds  area  will  continue 
under  its  present  designation  as  a  Natural  Area  and  will  continue 
to  be  affected  by  current  laws  and  regulations,  the  situation  affec¬ 
ting  mining  and  grazing  in  the  Natural  Area  will  remain  the  same. 
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Some  very  slight  economic  loss  may  be  anticipated  from  the 
loss  of  wilderness  user  visitation  to  the  Natural  Area,  al¬ 
though  this  assumes  that  wilderness  use  visitation  will  be 
greater  than  that  of  visitors  to  the  Natural  Area  under  its 
current  status.  Such  loss  will  be  further  minimized  because 
of  the  presence  of  several  nearby  Wilderness  Study  Area  (WSAs) . 
The  presence  of  these  WSAs  will  also  serve  to  offset  any  social 
loss  that  this  recommendation  will  incur, 

III.  Analysis  of  Effects  of  Recommendation: 

The  recommendation  that  the  Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area  be 
dropped  from  further  wilderness  consideration  should  have  no 
long-term  or  short-term  effects  of  either  a  beneficial  or 
deleterious  nature. 

IV.  Discussion  of  Options  Foregone: 

The  only  option  foregone  will  be  that  of  wilderness  designation 
for  the  Natural  Area. 

/ 

V.  Recommendation: 

The  Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless 
acreage  lack  wilderness  character  and  should  be  dropped  from 
further  wilderness  consideration. 

VI .  Approval : 


/s/  Frank  Gregg 

Director 


June  27,  1980 

Date 
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STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area 
White  Pine  County,  Nevada 
Ely  District 


Previously  Contiguous 

Designated  Area  Lands  (if  any)  Total 


Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics  0 

Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 

Recommended  For  Designation  0 

Recommended  Against  Designation  0 


0 


0 


0  0 
0  0 


Ownership  in  Study  Area  (5-25-76) 

BLM  1,240 

Private  0 


1,400 

0 


2,640 

0 

2,640 
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Photo  #1 


Looking  southwest  into  the  Natural  Area  at  the  Shoshone 
ponds.  The  fence  marks  the  northern  boundary. 


Photo  #2 


Looking  west  across  the  Kirkeby  Ranch  (Private  land)  which 
contiguous  with  the  Natural  Area. 


BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation: 

On  October  22,  1970,  the  Shoshone  Ponds  area  was  designated  a 
Natural  Area  and  was  thereby  segregated  from  disposal  under 
the  public  land  laws,  including  the  general  mining  laws,  but 
not  the  Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  or  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  and  material  sale  laws.  (Federal  Register,  22  December 
1970,  p.  19368).  The  purpose  of  this  designation  was  to  protect 
three  species  of  fish  listed  as  endangered. 

II.  Significant  Resource  Data: 

Two  species  of  fish  listed  as  endangered  have  been  transplanted 
into  man-made  ponds  located  in  the  designated  Natural  Area.  These 
are  the  Steptoe  Dace  and  the  Pahrump  Killifish.  A  third  species  -- 
the  Pahranagat  Bonytail  —  was  transplanted  into  the  area  but  did 
not  survive. 

The  designated  Natural  Area  also  contains  the  remnants  of  a 
historical  site,  a  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  camp  built  during 
the  1930s.  The  only  remaining  physical  evidence  of  the  camp  is 
a  swimming  and  bathing  pool  whose  diameters  are  12  by  20  feet. 

III.  Description  of  Report  Area: 

The  Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area  is  located  in  Spring  Valley, 
west  of  the  Snake  Range.  The  Natural  Area  is  flat,  with  an 
elevation  of  about  5,800  feet.  Three  man-made  ponds  designed 
to  hold  endangered  fish  species  are  within  the  area.  Vegeta¬ 
tion  includes  salt  grass  and  —  around  the  ponds  —  juniper. 

Two  documented  roads  run  through  the  northern  end  of  the  Natural 
Area.  The  surrounding  contiguous  roadless  lands  are  also  flat 
with  low  brush  cover. 

The  Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area  and  review  area  NV-040-180  are 
located  within  the  Moriah  Planning  Unit  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  which  is  in  excess  of  2  million  acres.  The  nearest 
population  centers  are  Ely  and  Baker  in  Nevada,  and  the  nearest 
large  population  centers  are  Reno  and  Las  Vegas  in  Nevada,  and 
Salt  Lake  City  in  Utah. 

According  to  calculations  made  in  1974  (Water  for  Nevada,  Special 
Report  Input-Output  Economic  Models,  State  Engineers  Office,  Div¬ 
ision  of  Water  Resources.  September  1974),  61  workers  in 
the  Moriah  Planning  Unit  are  directly  dependent  upon  the  recreation 
industry,  and  70  workers  are  either  directly  or  indirectly  employed 
in  the  recreation  industry. 
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IV.  Summary  of  Public  Participation: 


A.  Description  of  the  Process: 

The  Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area  was  inventoried  along  with 
the  larger  review  area  NV-040-180  in  an  early  inventory 
conducted  in  conjunction  with  the  Intermountain  Power  Pro¬ 
ject.  A  public  meeting  to  describe  the  findings  of  the 
special  inventory  and  to  invite  public  comment  was  held  in 
Ely  on  November  14,  1978,  and  a  90-day  official  public 
comment  period  was  held  from  November  19,  1978  to  February 
16,  1979,  during  which  the  public  was  invited  to  comment 
on  the  findings  of  this  special  project  inventory.  Meetings 
were  also  held  in  Reno  and  Las  Vegas  during  the  comment  period. 

B.  Summary  of  Analysis  of  Comments  Received: 

No  public  comment  was  received  during  the  official  public 
comment  period  or  at  any  other  time  regarding  either  the 
Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area  or  review  area  NV-040-180. 
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Wilderness  inventory 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No.  (area  or  island,  grouping  of  areas  or  islands):  180 
Area/Island  name:  Shoshone  Ponds 

District:  Ely  State:  Nevada 

SUMMARY 

A.  Results  of  Wilderness  Characteristics  analysis. 


1. 

Does  the  area 

or  island  appear  natural? 

X 

Yes 

No 

2. 

Does  the  area 
opportunities 

or  island  offer  outstanding 
for  solitude  or  recreation? 

Yes 

X 

No 

3. 

Does  the  area 
quirements? 

meet  any  of  the  size  re- 

X 

Yes 

No 

4. 

Does  the  area 
values? 

or  island  have  supplemental 

X 

Yes 

No 

5. 

Are  additions  to  the  area  needed  for  manage¬ 
ment  considerations? 

Yes 

X 

No 

B.  Resulting  Map. 

Attach  a  map  showing  inventory  area,  roads,  rehabilitation  potential  areas, 
management  additions,  and  recommended  boundary  of  W.S.A. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Check  one : 

_  Area  or  island  should  be  approved  as  a  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

X  Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study  and  should  be  released 
from  interim  management  protection. 

_  A  portion  of  the  area  (s)  or  island  (s)  should  be  approved  as  a  W.S.A.  for 

further  study  and  reported  to  the  President,  with  the  remainder  released  from 
interim  management  protection  (reference  to  map) . 

APPROVAL 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
SITUATION  ANALYSIS 

UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 
Area/Island  Name:  Shoshone  Ponds 
Inventory  Unit  No. :  NV-040-180 

State:  Nevada  District:  Ely 

UNIT  ANALYSIS 

Describe  the  following  factors  (use  additional  sheets  if  necessary) . 

A.  Ownership:  Approximately  9,200  acres  are  in  private  ownership,  primarily 
on  east  boundary. 

B.  Size  of  unit  or  number  and  size  estimates  of  multiple  units:  73,000  acres- 
total  acres  broken  into  about  12  units,  one  of  which  is  over  5,000  acres. 

C.  Easements:  Power/telephone  on  west  and  east  boundaries.  Highway  ROW's 

D.  Leases:  Public  lands  leased  for  oil  and  gas. 

E.  Mining  Claims:  None  known. 

F.  Permanent  Improvement:  Ranches  on  east  flank  with  associated  buildings, 
etc.  Spring  developments,  ponds,  fences,  roads. 

G.  Existing  Use  :  Agriculture  (hay),  ranch  activities,  wildlife  refuge. 

H.  Human  Activities:  Associated  with  existing  use. 

I.  Land  Treatment /Manipulations :  Agriculture  (clearing,  irrigation,  mowing). 

J.  General  Vegetation  and  Topographic  Features:  Sage/hay. 

K.  Contiguous  Lands:  N/A 
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UNIT  EVALUATION 


A.  Could  area  or  island  be  considered  to  not  have  potential  for  wilderness 
study?  Why?  No;  no  solitude  or  recreation  opportunity. 

B.  Is  area  or  island  of  sufficient  size?  No. 

C.  Is  there  any  public  support  for  wilderness  consideration  of  the  area 
or  island  or  any  part?  No 

UNIT  RECOMMENDATION  (Check  appropriate  block) . 

A.  Areas  or  islands  (or  groupings)  are  recommended  for  further 

wilderness  inventory.  ___ 

B.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  not 
qualifying  for  further  inventory,  or  as  wilderness  study 

areas.  X 


B.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  a  wilderness 
study  area  without  further  wilderness  inventory. 

APPROVAL : 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  ANALYSIS 


CHARACTERISTIC  ANALYSIS 

Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  essential  wilderness  characteristics 

A .  NATURALNE S  S  ANALY SIS. 

Narrative:  Although  divided  into  about  a  dozen  roadless  units  by  roads 

and  ways,  some  areas  do  occur  which  do  appear  natural.  Private  lands  do 
not  appear  natural. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  or  island  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 

primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man’s  work  substan¬ 
tially  unnoticeable?  X  Yes  _ No 


B.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION 
ANALYSIS 

1.  SOLITUDE  ANALYSIS 

Narrative:  Although  some  solitude  is  possible  in  cedars  in  northeast 

portion  of  area,  this  part  of  unit  is  largely  privately  owned,  has 
highest  density  of  population  and  human  activity  and  therefore  offers 
little  solitude  opportunity. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude? 

Yes  X  No 


2.  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

Narrative:  Hiking,  dry  and  limited  wet  camping,  ghost  town  snooping 

(Minerva)  and  possibly  sight  seeing  can  occur  here  but  opportunity 
can  hardly  be  considered  outstanding. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive 

unconfined  type  of  recreation?  _ Yes  X  No 


C.  SIZE  ANALYSIS 

Narrative:  Central  portion  of  area  is  over  5,000  acres.  Other,  periferal 

units,  including  unit  with  Shoshone  Ponds  are  under  sized.  Management 
would  be  a  problem  -  see  Section  11B. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous  Federal 
land  and  is  it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its  preservation 
and  use  in  an  unimparied  condition?  X  Yes  _ No 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  ANALYSIS 


Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  supplemental  wilderness  attributes. 

A.  SUPPLEMENTAL  FEATURES  ANALYSIS 
Narrative : 

1.  Shoshone  Ponds  Natural  Area/Wildlife  Management  Unit.  Endangered 
desert  fishes  in  manmade  ponds  are  of  scientific  interest  but  have 
little  to  offer  general  public.  Is  of  insufficient  size  to  be  W.S.A. 

2.  Minerva  (Hs35) .  Ghost  community  associated  with  mining  district  to  east. 

3.  Robinson  Ranch  (Hs34) .  Historic  ranch  complex. 

4.  Archaeological .  Site  222. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features 

scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value?  X  Yes  _ No 


B.  MANAGEMENT  ANALYSIS 

Narrative:  Since  area  is  not  recommended  for  study  status,  management 

is  not  considered. 

Summary:  Is  the  area  sufficient  to  assure  protection  for  an  area's  wilderness 

characteristics,  including  supplemental  values,  with  minimum  signing,  fencing, 
cr  other  man-made  controls?  Yes  X  No 
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AMPLIFICATION  OF  AND  ADDENDUM  TO  THE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  ANALYSIS 


A.  NATURALNESS  ANALYSIS 

Several  imprints  of  man’s  work  are  evident  in  review  area  NV-040-180,  includ¬ 
ing  8  documented  roads,  about  20  undocumented  routes,  about  23  miles  of 
fenceline,  7  wells,  more  than  14  miles  of  utility  line,  and  a  seeding  area 
of  approximately  300  acres.  Three  portions  over  5,000  acres  are  in  a  gen¬ 
erally  natural  condition,  but  none  of  these  include  the  designated  Natural 
Area . 

B.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION 
ANALYSIS 

1.  SOLITUDE  ANALYSIS 

A.  SIZE:  Although  three  natural  portions  are  over  5,000  acres  in  size, 
none  is  of  a  size  sufficient  by  itself  to  provide  outstanding  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  solitude. 

B.  TOPOGRAPHIC  SCREENING:  The  entire  review  area  is  located  in  Spring 
Valley,  where  the  land  is  entirely  flat.  No  topographic  screening  exists. 

C.  VEGETATIVE  SCREENING:  The  vegetation  in  the  review  area  is  almost 
entirely  brush  cover,  with  a  few  juniper  trees  growing  around  the 
ponds.  Screening  provided  by  this  vegetation  is  minimal. 

D.  ABILITY  OF  USER  TO  AVOID  OTHERS:  The  solitude  seeker  in  the  review 
area  would  find  it  difficult  to  avoid  other  users  because  of  the  flat, 
open  nature  of  the  natural  portions  and  because  of  their  small  size. 

E.  CONCLUSION:  The  poor  vegetative  and  topographic  screening  of  review 
area  NV-040-180  combine  with  the  small  size  of  the  natural  portions 
to  provide  poor  opportunities  for  solitude. 

2.  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

A.  DIVERSITY  OF  RECREATION:  Hiking,  camping,  photography,  and  nature  study 
are  all  possible  in  review  area  NV-040-180.  These  do  not  make  up  an 
outstanding  diversity. 

B.  QUALITY  OF  RECREATION:  The  featureless,  nearly  treeless  nature  of  the 
review  area  limit  to  a  certain  extent  all  opportunities  for  recreation, 
especially  those  of  hiking,  photography  and  camping.  The  presence  of 
two  endangered  species  in  manmade  ponds  provide  a  good  opportunity  for 


nature  study  because  of  their  relative  rareness  and  ease  of  observation, 
but  the  opportunity  is  not  outstanding  because  the  endangered  species 
are  relatively  low  biological  forms,  and  because  the  variety  of  endang¬ 
ered  species  i 
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I .  RECOMMENDATION 


The  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area  was  inventoried  and  found 
to  lack  wilderness  characteristics  when  considered  by  itself.  A  wilderness 
suitability  recommendation  was  deferred  until  the  Natural  Area  could  be  in¬ 
tensively  inventoried  along  with  its  contiguous  roadless  lands,  wilderness 
review  unit  NV-040-048  A  (Heusser  Mountain).  On  November  7,  1980,  a  final 
inventory  decision  was  issued  by  the  Nevada  State  Director  that  unit  NV-040- 
048  A  is  without  wilderness  characteristics,  and  the  unit  was  dropped  from 
further  wilderness  consideration.  This  decision  was  unprotested.  Consistent 
with  these  findings,  it  is  now  recommended  that  the  Natural  Area  is  unsuitable 
for  wilderness  designation  because  it  lacks  wilderness  characteristics,  both 
when  considered  alone  and  when  considered  with  its  contiguous  roadless  lands. 
When  considered  by  itself,  the  Natural  Area  fails  to  meet  the  size  criterion 
(its  size  is  only  480  acres)  and  the  criterion  requiring  outstanding  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  either  solitude  or  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 

When  considered  in  combination  with  its  contiguous  readless  lands,  the  Natural 
Area  has  sufficient  size  but  still  lacks  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
or  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 

There  will  be  few  or  no  negative  economic  and  social  impacts  resulting  from 
adoption  of  this  recommendation.  This  is  essentially  a  "no-action"  proposal 
that  would  result  in  maintenance  of  the  present  situation.  If  the  recom¬ 
mendation  is  adopted,  the  Designated  Natural  Area  will  continue  to  carry  its 
present  designation,  and  currently  applicable  regulations  and  management 
restrictions  (except  for  the  Interim  Management  Policy  and  Guidelines  for 
Lands  Under  Wilderness  Review)  will  continue  in  force.  The  only  negative 
economic  result  will  be  the  possible  loss  of  opportunity  for  economic  gain 
that  would  result  from  increased  visitation  of  the  area  if  it  were  to  receive 
official  wilderness  designation.  Because  of  a  marked  lack  of  research  in  this 
field,  these  economic  impacts  are  not  measurable.  An  inferential  conclusion 
might  be  drawn,  however,  that  little  economic  gain  will  be  forgone  since 
several  other  areas  of  potential  wilderness  exist  in  the  general  area.  (These 
units  include  BLM  wilderness  study  areas  NV-040-015,  NV-040-086,  NV-040-168, 

NV- 040-169,  and  NV-040-172,  and  USFS  units  FS-4-352,  FS-4-359,  and  FS-4-391.)  . 
Some  positive  economic  results  may  be  realized  from  adoption  of  the  recom¬ 
mendation  by  allowing  economic  exploitation  of  the  area  in  ways  which  other¬ 
wise  would  be  prohibited  because  of  their  conflict  with  wilderness  management 
objectives.  For  instance,  the  "cove"  area  of  unit  NV-040-048A  is  a  prime  area 
for  greenwood  cutting  and  for  Christmas  trees,  and  this  resource  can  only  be 
exploited  once  the  interim  wilderness  regulations  have  been  lifted.  (Economic 
exploitation  of  the  Natural  Area  itself  is  economically  inpossible  because  of 
its  location). 

Negative  social  impacts  should  be  small  or  nonexistent  for  the  same  reasons 
that  no  negative  economic  impacts  will  be  created.  The  Natural  Area  will 
continue  under  its  current  designation,  and  other  areas  of  potential  wilderness 
are  located  in  the  same  vicinity  and  will  compensate  for  any  loss  due  to  an 
unsuitable  recommendation.  A  net  positive  social  impact  may  result  since  the 
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attitudes  of  the  local  population  oppose  increased  governmental  regulation, 
and  only  mildly  support  expansion  of  the  recreation  industry  while  strongly 
supporting  expansion  of  mining  and  agriculture. 

Because  the  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area  has  been  found 
to  lack  wilderness  characteristics,  both  when  considered  alone  and  when 
considered  with  its  contiguous  natural  lands,  it  is  now  recommended  that  it 
is  unsuitable  for  wilderness  designation. 


/s/  Robert  F.  Burford  July  22,  1983 

Director  Date 
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048  A 


Photo  #1  Looking  southeast  from  the  Natural  Area  down  into  the 
contiguous  lands. 


Photo  #2  Looking  north  into  the  Natural  Area 


Photo  #3  Looking  northwest  into  the  Natural  Area. 


III.  STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine 
Natural  Area 


White  Pine  County 
Ely  District 


Previously  Contiguous 

Designated  Area  Lands 

Acres  Without 

Wilderness  Characteristics  480  52,720 


Acres  with 

Wilderness  Characteristics 
Recommended 
For  Designation 
Recommended 
Against  Designation 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Total  480  52,720 

Ownership  in  Study  Area  (12/10/76) 

BLM  480  52,280 

Private  0  440 


Total 

53,200 


0 

0 

53,200 

52,760 

440 
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IV.  BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


A.  PREVIOUS  DESIGNATION 

The  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  area  was  made  a  Designated  Natural 
Area  on  February  4,  1965.  This  designation  segregates  the  Natural  Area 
from  "all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the  public  land  laws,  including 
the  mining  laws  (Ch.  2,  Title  30  U.S.C.),  but  not  from  leasing  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws  for  the  protection  of  unique  botanical.  .  . 
characteristics  and  of  irreplaceable  scientific  and  recreation  values." 
(Federal  Register,  vol.  30,  Feb.  4,  1965,  pp.  1193-1194). 

B.  SIGNIFICANT  RESOURCE  DATA 

The  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area  sustains  a  moderate 
cover  of  bristlecone  pine.  This  tree  is  one  of  the  longest  living  life 
forms  on  earth,  but  is  not  particularly  unusual  and  is  not  rare  or 
endangered . 

C.  DESCRIPTION  OF  REPORT  AREA 

The  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area  is' located  high  on 
the  steep  western  slopes  of  the  Egan  Range.  Access  is  made  extremely 
difficult  by  this  location.  The  topography  of  the  Designated  Natural 
Area  itself  is  steeply  inclined  but  is  not  particularly  rugged.  Vegetation 
consists  mostly  of  a  moderate  cover  of  bristlecone  pines.  The  Natural  Area 
is  completely  free  of  the  imprints  of  man’s  work. 

Most  of  the  roadless  lands  contiguous  to  the  Designated  Natural  Area  which 
are  in  a  generally  natural  condition  are  mountainous  lands  and  benchland. 
Some  of  the  surrounding  valley  land  is  also  contiguous  and  roadless,  but 
most  of  this  is  in  an  unnatural  condition. 

The  Designated  Natural  Area  is  located  in  the  Ely  District's  Cherry  Creek 
Planning  Unit,  which  is  over  2  million  acres  in  size.  The  recreation 
industry  is  a  minor  component  of  the  economy  of  the  planning  unit.  Using 
recent  figures  and  formulas,  it  is  estimated  that  15  persons  (.45  percent 
of  the  employable  workforce)  earn  their  incomes  directly  from  expenditures 
for  recreational  activities  on  National  Resource  Lands,  and  52  persons  are 
economically  dependent  on  this  segment  of  the  industry.  (Figures  provided 
by  Marica  D.  Hayes,  BLM  Economist,  Ely,  Nevada). 

The  local  population  values  the  unrestricted  and  natural  character  of  the 
land,  but  holds  attitudes  that  generally  oppose  regulation  and  support 
economic  development.  In  a  survey  of  the  White  Pine  County  population 
(which  includes  the  Cherry  Creek  Planning  Unit) ,  41  percent  of  the  re- 
spondants  stated  that  they  most  valued  the  "open  space/sparse  population/ 
peace  and  quiet"  of  the  state.  Ninety-two  percent  of  those  responding 
to  the  poll  indicated  that  they  opposed  increased  Federal  regulation. 
Eighty-six  percent  believe  that  economic  growth  is  beneficial,  and  71 
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percent  desire  growth  at  a  moderate  rate.  Only  5  percent  would  most  like 
to  see  the  recreation  industry  expand,  as  opposed  to  20  percent  who  would 
most  like  to  see  agricultural  expansion  and  25  percent  who  desire  expansion 
of  the  mining  industry.  (Figures  taken  from  "Fact  Sheet:  Analysis  of 
Survey  Results,"  The  Governor's  Commission  on  the  Future  of  Nevada,  March 
31,  1980). 

D.  SUMMARY  OF  PUBLIC  PARTICIPATION 

1.  Description  of  process 

On  January  14,  1980,  a  public  workshop  was  held  in  the  Ely  District 
Office  to  discuss  the  preliminary  reports  on  the  Instant  Study  Areas 
in  the  Ely  District.  There  was  no  attendance.  On  April  17,  1980, 
a  public  workshop  was  held  in  the  Ely  Convention  Center  to  discuss 
the  intensive  inventory  recommendations.  Six  persons  attended,  and 
no  mention  was  made  of  the  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural 
Area.  During  the  public  comment  period  held  after  release  of  the 
intensive  inventory  recommendations,  several  written  comments  were 
received  that  mentioned  the  Natural  Area  and/or  intensive  inventory 
unit  NV-040-048A.  No  protests  were  received  when  the  decision  to 
drop  the  area  from  further  consideration  became  final  in  November, 

1980. 

2.  Summary  of  analysis  of  comments  received 

Several  of  the  comments  received  supported  the  recommendation  to  drop 
the  area  from  further  consideration.  Other  comments  questioned  the 
BLM's  inventory  findings,  and  asserted  that  the  area  offered  out¬ 
standing  opportunities  for  solitude  or  for  primitive  recreation. 

Still  other  comments  offered  information  that  had  no  bearing  on  the 
qualifications  of  the  area  for  wilderness  study  area  status.  The 
conclusion  drawn  after  analysis  of  these  comments  was  that  no  new 
information  had  been  provided,  and  that  the  original  recommendation 
should  become  final. 
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V.  APPENDIX 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I .  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-040-048A  (DNA) 

Area  Name:  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area 

District:  Ely  State:  Nevada 


I I .  SUMMARY 


Results  of  wilderness  characteristics  analysis. 

1.  Does  the  Designated  Natural  Area  appear  natural?  X  Yes  No 


2.  Does  the  Designated  Natural  Area  offer  out¬ 
standing  opportunities  for  solitude  or  a 

primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation?  _ Yes  X  No 


3.  Does  the  Designated  Natural  Area  meet  any  of 

the  size  requirements?  _ Yes  X  No 


4.  Does  the  Designated  Natural  Area  have  supple¬ 
mental  values? 


Yes  X  No 


III.  RECOMMENDATION 

Designated  Natural  Area  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA. 


X _  Designated  Natural  Area  does  not  qualify  by  itself  as  a  WSA, 

but  may  qualify  when  considered  with  contiguous  roadless 
lands.  Final  decision  is  deferred  until  an  intensive  inventory 
has  been  made  of  the  contiguous  roadless  lands. 


Designated  Natural  Area  does  not  qualify  as  a  WSA,  either  alone 
or  when  considered  with  contiguous  roadless  lands. 


IV.  APPROVAL 
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DRAFT  INTENSIVE  INVENTORY  SUMMARY  PUBLISHED  APRIL,  1980 


UNIT  NUMBER:  NV-040-048A  UNIT  NAME:  Heusser  Mountain 

AREA  DESCRIPTION:  The  Heusser  Mountain  review  area  is  a  long,  narrow  portion 
of  the  Egan  Range.  Its  highest  point  is  Heusser  Mountain,  which  is  in  the 
southern  portion  of  the  area  and  is  9,411  feet  tall.  The  review  area  is  of  a 
single,  ridgeline  character,  with  very  steep  slopes.  Ranching  use  occurs  on 
the  foothills  of  both  the  east  and  west  slopes.  The  Heusser  Mountain  Bristle- 
cone  Pine  Natural  Area  (480  acres)  is  located  within  this  unit. 

CHARACTERISTICS  INVENTORIED: 

1.  Size:  The  unit  contains  32,940  acres  of  public  land. 

2.  Naturalness:  Only  a  few  intrusions  exist  within  the  unit  and  all  of 
these  make  parts  of  the  unit  substantially  unnatural.  A  remaining 
24,400  acre  portion  is  entirely  natural. 

3.  Outstanding  Opportunities  for: 

A.  Solitude:  Although  the  unit  is  of  a  fair  size,  its  narrow  con¬ 
figuration  and  the  necessity  of  traveling  along  the  ridgeline 
where  vegetative  screening  is  sparse  means  that  opportunities  for 
solitude  are  poor. 

B.  A  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Type  of  Recreation:  There  is  a  good, 
but  not  outstanding,  diversity  of  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
review  area.  The  quality  of  each  type  of  opportunity  is  less  than 
outstanding,  and  is  further  lessened  by  the  periodic  occurrence  of 
heavy  smog  from  the  McGill  smelter. 

4.  Supplemental  Values:  No  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features  of 
scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  values  were  noted  in 

the  unit,  other  than  the  Natural  Area  and  associated  Bristlecone  Pines. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Zero  acres  are  recommended  for  Wilderness  Study  Area  status. 

32,940  acres  should  be  dropped  from  further  wilderness  consideration. 

RATIONALE  FOR  REC0WENDATI0N:  Although  a  portion  of  the  unit  contains  more 
than  5,000  acres  of  contiguous  public  land  that  generally  appears  to  have  been 
affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable,  neither  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  nor  a 
primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation  are  present. 
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FINAL  INTENSIVE  INVENTORY  SUMMARY 


PUBLISHED  NOVEMBER,  1980 


UNIT  NUMBER:  NV-040-048A  UNIT  NAME:  Heusser  Mountain 

AREA  DESCRIPTION:  The  Heusser  Mountain  unit  is  a  long,  narrow  portion  of  the 
Egan  Range.  Its  highest  point  is  Heusser  Mountain,  which  is  in  the  southern 
portion  of  the  area  and  is  9,411  feet  tall.  The  unit  is  of  a  single,  ridgeline 
character,  with  very  steep  slopes.  Ranching  use  occurs  on  the  foothills  of  both 
the  east  and  west  slopes.  The  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area 
(480  acres)  is  within  this  unit. 

CHARACTERISTICS  INVENTORIED: 

1.  Size:  The  unit  contains  32,940  acres  of  public  land. 

2.  Naturalness:  Only  a  few  intrusions  exist  within  the  unit  and  all  of 
these  make  parts  of  the  unit  substantially  unnatural.  A  remaining 
24,400  acre  portion  is  entirely  natural. 

3.  Outstanding  Opportunities  for: 

A.  Solitude:  Although  the  unit  is  of  a  fair  size,  its  narrow  config¬ 
uration  and  the  necessity  of  traveling  along  the  ridgeline  where 
vegetative  screening  is  sparse  means  that  opportunities  for  solitude 
are  poor. 

B.  A  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Type  of ' Recreation:  There  is  a  good, 
but  not  outstanding,  diversity  of  recreation  opportunities  in  the 
review  area.  The  quality  of  each  type  of  opportunity  is  less  than 
outstanding,  and  is  further  lessened  by  the  periodic  occurrence  of 
heavy  smog  from  the  McGill  smelter. 

4.  Supplemental  Values:  No  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features  of 
scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value  were  noted  in  the 
unit,  other  than  the  Natural  Area  and  associated  bristlecone  pines. 

ORIGINAL  RECOMMENDATION: 

Zero  acres  are  recommended  for  Wilderness  Study  Area  status. 

32,940  acres  should  be  dropped  from  further  wilderness  consideration. 

SUMMARY  OF  PUBLIC  COMMENTS:  BLM  received  11  specific  comments  on  this  unit. 

Most  comments  mentioned  natural  condition  and  outstanding  opportunities.  Some 
comments  cited  intrusions  and  lack  of  solitude.  One  comment  stated  the  unit 
lacks  wilderness  criteria.  Several  noted  supplemental  values  and  two  listed 
other  resource  values.  Also  received  were  2,326  general  comments  stating  the 
unit  meets  the  wilderness  criteria. 

FINAL  DECISION: 

Zero  acres  are  designated  as  a  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

32,940  acres  are  dropped  from  further  wilderness  consideration. 

RATIONALE  FOR  DECISION:  Even  though  comments  were  received  both  supporting  and 
opposing  WSA  designation,  the  evidence  available  to  the  Bureau  indicates  the  area 
does  not  possess  the  necessary  criteria  for  WSA  designation. 
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NV-040-048A  (DNA) 


WILDERNESS  INTENSIVE  INVENTORY 


I.  SIZE 

Narrative : 

The  size  of  the  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area 
is  480  acres.  All  480  acres  are  unspoiled  by  the  imprint  of 
man's  work.  Because  of  the  small  acreage,  the  Natural  Area 
does  not  meet  the  size  requirement  for  wilderness  set  by  the 
Wilderness  Act. 

SUMMARY:  Does  the  Designated  Natural  Area  have  at  least  5000 

acres  of  contiguous  land? 

Yes  X  No 


II.  NATURALNESS 
Narrative : 

The  Designated  Natural  Area  is  in  an  entirely  natural  con¬ 
dition,  where  the  imprint  of  man's  work  is  unnoticeab le .  Most 
of  the  Designated  Natural  Area  is  located  on  the  side  of  a 
steep,  forested  mountain  where  Bristlecone  Pine  is  the  dominant 
vegetation.  There  are  no  intrusions  in  the  area. 

SUMMARY:  Does  the  Designated  Natural  Area  generally  appear 

to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of 
nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work  substantially 
unnoticeable? 

_X _  Yes  _  No 

III.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITIES  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  PRIMITIVE  AND  UN-_ 
CONFINED  RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

A.  SOLITUDE 

1.  SIZE:  The  480  acre  size  of  the  Designated  Natural 
Area  severely  limits  the  opportunities  for  solitude. 

2.  CONFIGURATION:  The  narrow  rectangular  configuration 

mile  x  1%  miles)  of  the  Designated  Natural’  Area 
further  limits  the  opportunities  for  solitude. 

3.  SCREENING:  The  topography  of  the  Designated  Natural 
Area  offers  little  screening  from  other  users  within 
the  area.  The  overall  contribution  of  topography 

to  opportunities  for  solitude  is  therefore  minimal. 

4.  VEGETATIVE  SCREENING:  The  main  vegetative  form  in 
the  Designated  Natural  Area  is  the  Bristlecone  Pine. 
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While  these  trees  provide  some  screening,  their 
density  is  not  sufficient  to  provide  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude,  given  mulitple  users. 

5.  ABILITY  OF  USER  TO  AVOID  OTHERS:  Because  of  the 
extremely  small  size  of  the  Designated  Natural  Area, 
and  because  of  the  limited  screening  provided  by 
topography  and  vegetation,  it  is  unlikely  that  one 
user  would  be  able  to  avoid  contact  with  other  users. 

6.  CONCLUSION:  The  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine 
Natural  Area  does  not  possess  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude.  Most  damaging  to  solitude  opportunities 
is  the  extremely  small  size  of  the  Designated  Natural 
Area.  The  configuration  also  detracts  from  such 
opportunities,  and  the  topography  has  a  limiting 
effect  on  overall  opportunities.  Only  the  vegetative 
screening  afforded  by  the  Bristlecone  Pines  con¬ 
tributes  anything  to  solitude  opportunities,  and 

this  screening  is  insufficient  to  provide  outstanding 
opportunities.  The  total  effect  of  all  of  these 
factors  is  to  provide  less  than  outstanding  op¬ 
portunities  for  solitude. 

7.  SUMMARY:  Does  the  Designated  Natural  Area  have 

outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude? 

_  Yes  X  No 

B.  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION 

1.  DIVERSITY  OF  RECREATION;  The  diversity  of  recreational 
opportunities  in  the  Designated  Natural  Area  is 
severely  lacking .  Nature  study  is  the  only  practical 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  available  to  the 
user.  Camping  is  virtually  impossible  because  of 

the  steep  angle  and  rockiness  of  the  terrain.  Horse¬ 
back  riding  would  be  very  difficult  because  of  the 
terrain.  Hiking  and  hunting  opportunities  may  be 
present,  but  because  of  the  conditions  described  be¬ 
low,  these  opportunities  are  limited. 

2.  QUALITY  OF  RECREATION  OPPORTUNITIES:  The  quality 
of  nature  study  is  not  high,  simply  because  there 

is  nothing  unusual  or  outstanding  about  the  wildlife 
and  vegetation  present  in  the  area.  Hiking  and  hunting 
opportunities  may  be  present  in  the  Designated  Natural 
Area,  but  their  quality  is  so  low  as  to  render  them 
insignificant.  Hiking  opportunities  would  be  very 
limited  by  the  extremely  small  size  of  the  Designated 
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Natural  Area,  and  hunting  would  be  hampered  by  the 
small  size  of  the  area  and  the  difficulty  of  access 
for  hunting  and  removal  of  game. 

3.  CONCLUSION:  Opportunities  for  recreation  of  a 
primitive  and  unconfined  nature  are  poor  in  the 
Designated  Natural  Area,  both  in  diversity  and  in 
quality.  The  scarcity  of  recreation  opportunities 
is  due  mainly  to  the  remoteness,  ruggedness,  and 
small  size  of  the  area. 

4.  SUMMARY:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities 

for  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of 
recreation? 

Yes  X  No 


IV.  SUPPLEMENTAL  VALUES 

The  Designated  Natural  Area  possesses  no  known  supplemental 
values.  The  natural  designation  of  the  area  was  given  on 
February  4,  1965,  to  set  aside  a  typical  stand  of  Bristlecone 
Pines.  Because  of  their  relatively  wide  spread  nature,  the 
pines  cannot  be  considered  a  supplemental  value. 

SUMMARY:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or 

other  features  of  scientific,  educational,  scenic, 
or  historical  value? 

_ _  Yes  X  No 

V.  POSSIBILITY  OF  CERTAIN  AREAS  RETURNING  TO  A  NATURAL  CONDITION 

Because  tne  entire  480  acres  of  the  Designated  Natural  Area 
are  in  a  natural  condition,  a  consideration  of  the  possibility 
of  certain  areas  returning  to  a  natural  condition  is  unnecessary. 
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NV-040-Q48A  (DNA) 


Inventory  Unit  No.:  _ 

Name:  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area 

I. 


District  Wilderness  Specialist 


Larry  P.  Jung 
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WILDERNESS  INTENSIVE  INVENTORY 


HEUSSER  MOUNTAIN 


NV-040-048A 


Ely  District 
Ely,  Nevada 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I.  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-040-048A 

Area/Island  Name:  Heusser  Mountain 

District:  Ely  State:  Nevada 

I I .  SUMMARY 

Results  of  wilderness  characteristics  analysis. 


1. 

Does  the  area 

or  island  appear  to  be  natural? 

X 

Yes 

No 

2. 

Does  the  area 

or  island  offer  outstanding 

opportuni ties 

for  solitude  or  a  primitive 

and  unconfinec 

1  type  recreation? 

Yes 

X  No 

3. 

Does  the  area 

meet  any  of  the  size  requirements? 

X 

Yes 

No 

4. 

Does  the  area 

or  island  have  supplemental 

val ues? 

X 

Yes 

No 

III.  RECOMMENDATION 


Area  or  island  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA. 


X _  Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study. 

_  A  portion  of  the  area  (s)  or  island  (s)  should  be  approved  as  a 

WSA  for  further  study  and  reported  to  the  President.  The  re¬ 
strictions  imposed  by  Section  603  will  no  longer  apply  (ref¬ 
erence  to  map  )  on  the  remainder  of  the  area. 
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AMENDMENT 


The  size  of  the  unnatural  portion  of  subunit  NV-040-048B  is  1140 
acres  rather  than  "about  1100  acres".  This  change  results  from 
more  exact  mathematical  computation. 
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WILDERNESS  INTENSIVE  INVENTORY 


I.  SPECIAL:  Two  special  circumstances  pertain  to  this  area. 

First,  the  area  contains  the  Heusser  Mountain  -  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural 
Research  Area.  This  area  was  designated  to  set  aside  a  480  acre  stand  of 
Bristlecone  Pine  for  educational  purposes.  Second,  consideration  was  given 
to  a  manmade  influence  outside  of  the  review  area,  the  Kennecott  Copper 
Smelter  at  McGill.  On  occasion,  an  inversion  will  cause  the  review  area  to 
be  inundated  with  smog  from  the  smelter.  Since  this  external  activity  has  a 
direct  impact  on  the  area  user,  consideration  was  given  to  the  smelters 
proximi ty . 

II.  SIZE:  The  size  of  the  Heusser  Mountain  review  area  was  originally  53,200 
acres.  As  a  result  of  the  initial  inventory,  subareas  NV-040-048AA  through 
048AE  were  dropped  as  being  obviously  and  clearly  unnatural.  Their  acreage 
totaled  20,100  acres,  leaving  33,100  acres  to  be  intensively  inventoried. 

A  small  section  of  private,  undeveloped  (and  totaling  160  acres) exists  in  the 
northern  end  of  the  review  area. 

SUMMARY:  Does  the  review  area  have  at  least  5000  acres  of  contiguous  land? 

X  Yes  _ No 

III.  NATURALNESS:  Most  of  the  major  imprints  of  man's  work  in  the  review  area 
were  eliminated  during  the  initial  inventory.  A  few  such  imprints  were  left 
in  the  area  to  be  intensively  inventoried,  and  a  new  natural  portion  boundary 
has  been  drawn  to  also  eliminate  these.  In  the  southern  end,  two  routes  have 
been  eliminated;  a  route  protruding  into  two  subarea  from  the  eastern  boundary 
road,  near  Losetti  Ranch,  has  been  eliminated;  and  several  routes  protruding 
in  from  the  boundary  road  in  the  northern  end  have  been  called  out.  The  basis 
for  the  elimination  of  each  of  these  intrusions  is  that  each  renders  the  area 
in  which  it  is  found  highly  unnatural.  The  natural  portion  which  remains  after 
these  intrusions  are  discounted  is  approximately  24,600  acres.  There  are  no 
known  imprints  of  man's  work  within  this  natural  portion. 

Found  within  the  review  area,  high  on  the  western  slopes  of  the  Egan  Range, 
is  the  Heusser  Mountain  Bristlecone  Pine  Designated  Natural  Area.  This  480 
acre  area  was  made  a  Designated  Natural  Area  on  February  4,  1965.  A  separate 
intensive  inventory  report  has  been  written  for  the  Designated  Natural  Area, 
as  required  by  Congress. 

This  portion  of  the  review  area  which  is  natural  and  has  been  left  in  for 
intensive  inventory  is  almost  entirely  mountainous.  The  area  is  comprised 
of  a  steep  section  of  the  Egan  Range  which  runs  north  and  south,  and  whose 
highest  point  is  Heusser  Mountain,  at  9,411  feet.  Some  grazing  takes  place 
on  the  lower  elevations  and  a  patented  mine  exists  in  the  northeast  corner 
of  the  intensive  inventory  area. 

SUMMARY:  Does  the  area  appear  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces 
of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work  substantially  unnoticeable? 

X  Yes*  _ No 

*  a  portion 
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IV.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITIES  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED 
RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

A.  SOLITUDE 

1.  SIZE:  The  24,400  acre  size  of  the  natural  portion  of  the  review  area 
is  not  inordinately  large.  Such  an  acreage  would,  by  itself,  perhaps 
present  fair  opportunities  for  solitude. 

2.  CONFIGURATION:  The  review  area  is  long  and  narrow,  running  approx¬ 
imately  north  and  south.  Its  length  is  about  16  miles,  and  its  width 
varies  from  1  to  5  miles,  and  averages  perhaps  2  to  3  miles.  Such  a 
configuration  somewhat  limits  the  opportunities  for  solitude  in  that 
multiple  users  would  be  forced  to  stay  within  a  narrow  strip.  Travel 
within  the  area  would  necessarily  be  mostly  in  a  north  -  south  direc¬ 
tion,  and  multiple  users  would  likely  pass  within  sight  of  one  another 
while  using  the  area. 

3.  TOPOGRAPHIC  SCREENING:  The  topography  of  the  area  is  almost  entirely 
mountainous.  The  mountains  are  a  single,  steep  ridgeline  which  provides 
little  screening  within  the  area,  except  that  -users  on  one  side  of  the 
ridge  cannot  see  others  on  the  opposite  side.  The  steep  and  talus 
nature  of  the  slopes  insures  that  most  travel  within  the  area  will  be 
along  the  ridgeline,  restricting  the  route  of  travel  to  an  even  narrower 
path . 

4.  VEGETATIVE  SCREENING:  Much  of  the  area  is  covered  by  pinyon  pine  and 
juniper.  Also  in  abundance  are  limber  pine,  white  fir,  curlleaf 
mountain  mahogany,  and  bristlecone  pine.  Generally  these  trees  occur 
in  a  moderate  to  thick  density  and  provide  instances  of  quite  good 
screening.  However,  the  area  which  would  most  often  be  travelled  by 
users,  the  ridgeline,  is  almost  completely  barren  of  vegetation.  Veget¬ 
ative  screening  of  any  practical  use  is  very  limited  and  is  certainly  not 
outstandi ng. 

5.  ABILITY  OF  USER  TO  AVOID  OTHERS:  The  configuration  and  topography  of 
the  area  require  that  users  restrict  their  travel  to  the  single  ridge¬ 
line,  whose  topographic  and  vegetative  screening  are  minimal,  and 
where  the  incidence  of  one  user  encountering  others  would  be  very  high. 
The  combined  effect  of  all  features  of  the  area  is  to  produce  poor 
opportunities  for  one  user  to  avoid  others. 

6.  CONCLUSION:  The  combined  effect  of  the  configuration,  topography, 
and  vegetation  of  the  natural  portion  of  the  review  area  is  to  be 
produce  limited  opportunities  for  solitude. 

7.  SUMMARY:  Does  the  review  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for 

solitude?  Yes  X  No 
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B.  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION 


1.  DIVERSITY  OF  RECREATION:  Several  types  of  recreation  are  possible 
in  the  review  area.  Prairie  Falcons,  Bristlecone  Pine  and  other 
more  commen  species  of  plants  and  animals  present  opportunities  for 
nature  study.  Flunting,  hiking,  dry  camping,  back  packing  and  photo¬ 
graphy  are  also  possible,  as  is  rock  scrambling.  While  this  is  a 
good  diversity  of  opportunities,  it  is  not  outstanding. 

2.  QUALITY  OF  RECREATION:  The  quality  of  nature  study  is  affected  by 
several  factors.  The  accessibility  of  the  area  is  the  greatest  of 
these.  Access  is  extremely  arduous,  particularly  to  the  Designated 
Natural  Area.  Also,  the  Bristlecone  Pine  is  not  particularly  rare 
and  is  found  in  several  other  sites  within  the  district.  Viewing 

of  the  Paririe  Falcon  is  difficult  because  of  the  dense  vegetation 
and  rocky  topography  of  its  nesting  environment.  Nature  study  is 
therefore  not  outstanding.  Hunting  would  be  hampered  by  the  difficulty 
of  shooting  through  tree  cover  and  by  the  difficulty  of  leaving  the 
area  with  game.  Hiking  would  be  very  difficult  because  of  the  steep 
talus  slopes,  the  only  exception  being  along  the  single  ridgeline. 
Camping  is  a  possible  recreation,  but  is  not  outstanding  because  of 
the  small  number  of  good  campsites  and  the  need  to  carry  in  water 
over  very  rugged  terrain.  Backpacking  would  likewise  be  hindered 
by  the  challenges  to  endurance  and  balance  posed  by  the  rugged  terrain. 
Only  photography  is  of  better  than  mediocre  quality;  and  it  too  would 
be  hindered  by  the  difficult  trek  into  the  area. 

The  quality  of  all  recreation  opportunities  is  further  affected  by  the 
McGill  smelter,  east  across  Steptoe  Valley.  At  times,  atmospheric 
inversions  trap  the  pollutants  given  off  by  the  smelter,  causing  a 
thick  layer  of  smoke  to  hang  over  Steptoe  Valley  and  the  eastern  por¬ 
tion  of  the  review  area.  Such  conditions  seriously  affect  the  enjoy¬ 
ment  of  any  primitive  form  of  recreation  possible  in  the  review  area. 

3.  CONCLUSION:  The  very  difficult  terrain  of  the  area  is  one  of  the  main 
limiting  factors  of  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation.  The  diversity  of  recreation,  although  good,  is  less  than 
outstanding;  and  none  of  those  recreational  opportunities  that  do 
exist  are  of  an  outstanding  quality. 

4.  SUMMARY:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive 

and  unconfined  type  of  recreation?  Yes  X  No 

V.  SUPPLEMENTAL  VALUES 

There  are  no  known  supplemental  values  in  the  area. 

VI.  POSSIBILITY  OF  CERTAIN  AREAS  RETURNING  TO  A  NATURAL  CONDITION 

Very  few  of  the  imprints  of  man's  work  remain  in  the  portion  of  the  review 
area  to  be  intensively  inventoried,  and  all  of  the  few  that  do  remain  could 
not  be  expected  to  return  to  a  natural  condition  in  either  a  reasonable  amount 
of  time  by  natural  means  or  by  a  reasonable  amount  of  hand  labor. 
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WILDERNESS  INTENSIVE  INVENTORY  SIGNATURE  SHEET 

Inventory  Unit  §  NV-040-048A _ 

Name  Heusser  Mountain _ 

I.  Field  Inventory  (Who  Conducted  Analysis  and  When) 


Size  Analysis  Jack  Simonson _ _  August  1979 


Resource  Area  Manager 


Richart  T.  Watts 

Name 


/ Signature 


ut .  a&?.  /  9&0 


Date 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
SITUATION  EVALUATION 

I.  WILDERNESS  UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 

Area/Island  Name  (if  available):  Heusser  Mountain 

Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-040-0^8A 


State  Nevada 


District  Ely 


II.  UNIT  ANALYSIS 

Describe  the  following  applicable  factors  in  a  concise  narrative; 
use  additional  sheets  if  necessary;  supplement  with  photographs. 

A.  Ownership  Approximately  1500,acres  of  land  are  In  private  ownership.  The 
rest  of  the  area  is  in  Federal  ownership. 

B.  Size  of  unit  or  number  and  size  estimates  of  multiple  units  The  review 
unit  is  approximately  48,000  acres  in  size. 

C.  Easements  There  are  no  known  easements 


D.  Leases  Oil  and  gas  leases  are  scattered  throughout  the  area.  They  cover 
approximately  25%  of  the  review  area. 

E.  Mining  claims  Approximately  2,600  acres  are  claimed  for  mining  purposes. 
These  are  primarily  located  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  unit. 

F.  Permanent  improvements  A  well  and  unreviewed  road  occur  on  the  public  land 
Private  land  also  contains  some  improvements. 

G.  Existing  uses  The  area  is  being  used  for  ranching  and  mining. 


H.  Human  activity  Activity  in  the  area  is  from  ranches,  mines,  hunting  and 
collecting  (primarily  firewood,  pinenuts,  fenceposts,  and  Christmas  trees) 

I.  Land  treatment/manipulations  A  seeding  in  the  east. 


J.  General  vegetation  and  topographic  features  General  vegetation  is  mostly 
pi nyon-j un i per  and  sagebrush  with  some  bristlecone  pine,  bunchgrass,  salt- 
grass,  greasewood,  mountain  mahogany  and  shadscale.  Topographic  features 
are  mountains  with  foothills  and  benchland  along  the  perimeter  and  some 
flatland  in  the  southern  and  eastern  perimeters. 

K.  Contiguous  lands  N/A 
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III.  UNIT  EVALUATION 


A.  Select  one  of  the  following: 


The  area  appears  to  have  potential  for  further 
wilderness  consideration. 


2.  The  area  obviously  and  clearly  does  not  have  potential 
for  wilderness. 


Explain  your  rationale  for  selection.  Portions  of  the  area  appear  to  be  in 
a  natural  condition  and  over  5*000  acres.  The  topographic  and  vegetative 
screening  provide  some  opportunities  for  solitude.  This  review  area  con¬ 
tains  a  natural  area  (Heusser  Mountain)  and,  therefore,  is  an  Instant 
Study  Area . 


B.  Is  area  or  island  of  sufficient  size?  Yes 

C.  Is  there  enough  public  support  for  intensive  wilderness  inventory 
of  the  area  or  island  or  any  part?  No  support  has  been  expressed 


IV.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION  (Check  appropriate  block.) 


Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  for  intensive 
wilderness  inventory. 


|  | B .  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  ns  not  qualifying 

for  further  inventory  and  should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness 
review  process. 


DATE 


c £6J9_79_ 

DATE 


V.  APPROVAL 


DISTRICT  MANAGER 
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DATE 


NV-040-048A 
HEUSSER  MOUNTAIN 


VI.  AMENDMENTS 


A.  The  northern  boundary  and  total  acreage  were  i n  error  in  the 
initial  inventory.  The  revised  total  acreage  is  53,200  acres. 

B.  Public  comments  indicated  that  while  the  core  of  the  unit  is 
natural,  the  perimeter  is  heavily  intruded  with  roads,  mines, 
buildings,  dumps  and  gravel  pits.  A  field  review  of  the  area 
revealed  a  heavily  intruded  perimeter,  with  access  routes  too 
close  to  map  on  a  half  inch  scale.  Buildings,  fences,  wells, 
mines,  pipelines,  a  reservoir  and  gravel  pits.  Several  portions 
of  the  boundary  were  intruded  to  the  point  of  being  obviously  not 
wilderness  (NV-040-048AA ,  048AB,  048AC,  048AD,  048AE).  The  re¬ 
maining  area,  NV-040-048A,  is  generally  natural  and  will  be 
carried  through  the  intensive  inventory. 


C.  The  revised  acreages  are: 


NV-040-048A 

NV-040-048AA 

NV-040-048AB 

NV-040-048AC 

NV-040-048AD 

NV-040-048AE 

TOTAL 


33,100  public 
4,000  public 
5,000  publ ic 
3,600  publ i c 
6,700  publ i c 
800  public 

53,200  publ ic 


80  private 
0  private 
0  private 
0  private 
240  private 
0  private 

320  private 


VII.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION 


Area  is  recommended  for  intensive  wilderness  inventory 

Area  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying  for  further  in¬ 
ventory  and  should  be  dropped  from  the  Wilderness  re¬ 
review  process. 


A  portion(s)  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying  for  fur¬ 
ther  inventory  and  should  be  dropped  from  the  wilder- 


:EA  MANAGER 


&//0/75 

DATt 


VIII.  APPROVED  -  AS  AMENDED 


/  >/  •  66 

DISTRICT  MANAGER 
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7  20  Brookfield  Drive 
Reno,  Nevada  89503 
June  19,  1980 


Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Nevada  State  Office 
?.  0.  Box  12000 
Reno,  NY  S9520 

S  i  t" 

Since  I  came  to  Nevada  twenty -one  years  ago,  I  have  been  very 
interested  in  the  BLM  lands,  and  I  was  pleased  and  excited  when 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Land  Management  and  Policy  Act  of 

meant  that  BLM  roadless  lands  would  be  studied  for  wilderness 
tallies  and  possibly  be  included  in  the  National  Wilderness  System. 
Nevada  is  indeed  fortunate  to  have  such  lands  still  in  a  natural 
c on d i t i on  . 

In  general  I  believe  that  the  BLM  wilderness  staff  in  the  six 
a i s  triers  and  on  the  state  level  did  a  good  job  of  picking  WSA's, 
although  there  are  serious  omissions  in  all  of  the  districts. 

f  course,  I  realize  the  magnitude  of  the  task  with  so  many  millions 
,  acres  of  land  to  study  in  such  a  short  time.  May  I  take  this 
•.  :  port  uni  tv  to  comment  on  the  cooperation  and  helpfulness  of  the 
.. ’Dierness  staff  in  dealing  with  the  public  .  They  are  to  be  con- 
.  miniated  for  their  patience,  hard  work,  and  perseverance  in  the 
face  of  opposition. 

My  attached  comments  on  specific  areas  are  divided  according 
to  districts,  and  each  area  is  identified  specifically  by  name 
and  number. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  make  my  input  into  this 
important  process.  Please  send  me  your  final  list  when  it  is 

re  i  e a s e d  . 


Sincerely , 

iA  r 


A 


Marjorie  Sill 


ELY  DISTRICT  (040) 


All  of  the  BLM  recommendations  for  WSA's  seem  to  me  to  be  excellent 
Choices.  These  include:  015  -  Goshute  Canyon,  086  -  Granite  Spring, 

154  -  Park  Range,  166  -  Riordan's  Well,  197  -  Table  Mountain,  202  - 
White  Rock  Range,  and  246  -  Weepah  Spring. 

However,  many  outstanding  areas  were  omitted  because  it  was 
claimed  they  lacked  solitude  or  primitive  recreation  opportunities. 
Certainly,  this  is  nonsense  when  it  refers  to  242  -  Worthington 
Mountains,  which  is  one  of  the  finest  caves  in  the  United  States  and 
contains  magnificent  Leviathan  Cave--goal  of  many  spelunkers . Other 
areas  which  should  have  been  recommended  as  WSA's  include :015B  - 
Goshute  Canyon,  019  -  Egan  Basin,  021  -  Butte  Mountains,  048A  -  Heusser 
Mountain  (including  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area),  123  -  Martin  Spring, 

155  -  West  Pancakes,  155  -  South  Pancakes  (including  9240  foot  Portuguese 
Mountain  sub-unit),  and  243  -  Garden  Valley  Reservoir. 

LAS  VEGAS  DISTRICT  (050) 

I  am  not  personally  familiar  with  any  of  the  areas  in  the  Las  Vegas 
Li  strict,  but  I  understand  from  close  friends  of  mine  who  know  and 
lave  t  h c  wilderness  that  all  of  the  BLM  recommendations  for  WSA 
are  very  valid.  The  only  additions  they  would  make  to  the  list  are 
33S  -  Silver  Peak  Range  North  and  0406  -  Lost  Cabin  Spring. 

Evidently  the  wilderness  staff  in  Las  Vegas  did  an  excellent  job  in 
assessing  wilderness  values. 


EATTLE  MOUNTAIN  DISTRICT  (060) 

Ten  important  areas  have  been  recommended  for  WSA  status  in  this 
district.  These  include:  019  -  Kawich,  059  -  Rawhide  Mountain, 

112  -  South  Reveille,  142  -  Palisade  Mesa,  158  -  Blue  Eagle,  163  -  The 
Wall,  166  -  Grant  Range,  191  -  Morey,  231  -  Antelope,  and  541  -  Roberts. 
J  have  spent  a  little  time  hiking  in  the  last  three  (not  as  much  as 
'  want  to,  however)  and  consider  them  spectacular  wilderness  with 
magnificent  opportunities  for  both  solitude  and  primitive  recreation. 

However,  nine  equally  important  areas  have  been  omitted  from  the 
WSA  list  because  of  subjective  judgments  as  to  what  constitutes 
"outstanding"  solitude  or  recreational  opportunities.  These  are: 

132  -  North  Reveille,  190  -  Fandango,  192  -  Slanted  Buttes,  407  - 
Bates  Mountain,  428  -  Simpson  Park,  461  -  South  Fish  Creek,  482  -  North 
L  is  h  Creek,  504  -  Diamond  Mountains,  and  5  54  -  North  Diamond. 

The  omission  of  the  Diamond  Mountains  is  particularly  difficult  to 
understand  since  this  is  an  area  which  is  extraordinarily  scenic, 
provides  great  hiking  and  backpacking,  and  seems  to  qualify  in  every 
way.  Neither  a  "single  narrow  ridgeline"  nor  the  presence  of  very 
primitive  roads  outside  the  roadless  area  should  disqualify  this 
area.  The  discrepancy  between  the  lukewarm  description  of  the  unit 
in  the  book  and  the  actual  unit  itself  is  noticeable. 


Ruth  C.  Dougin 
3-4 5 1  Silrerado  Trail  North 
St.  Helena,  Calif.  94574 


/ 

w 


Bureaui  of  Land  Management, 
Nevada  State  Offica 
P.O.Box  12000 
Reno, Nevada  89520 


Dear  Sir: 

Enclosed  you  will  find  listed  -with  a  few  personal  comments  -all  of  the 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  proposed  jointly  by  BLM  and  conservationists 
as  well  as  the  additional  areas  proposed  by  conservationists  and  a 
few  areas  that  I  myself  propose  to  add  to  your  agenda. 

Everyone  of  these  areas  offers  naturalness  -where  there  are  traces 
off  human  passage  these  traces  are  such  that  within  a  short  time 
under  wilderness  protection  they  will  disappear. 

Everyone  of  the  areas  listed  offer  either  an  outstanding  opportunity 
for  solitude  OR  an  outstanding  opportunity  for  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  re  -crea  tion.Or  in  a  great  many  cases  combine  BOTH 
of  these  criteria. 

I  hope  that  you  will  itberefore  see  fit  to  add  conservationists' 
listed  areas  to  your  own  WSAs  as  -in  my  judgement  they  are  equally 
worthy  of  Wilderness  Study  and  eventually  and  hopefully  wilderness 
classification  on  a  permanent  basis. 

However  generous  wilderness  study  and  designation  may  hopefully 
be  decided  on  by  your  Office  the  fact  will  remain  that  the  areas 
turned  over  to  non-wilderness  use  will  be  immensely  greater  in 
acreage. So  I  do  not  think  that  MAXIMUM  wilderness  classification  is  at 
all  unreasonable  nor  would  it  appear  so  to  any  objective  observer 
of  Nevada  .However  as  I  know  the  State  rather  well  I  am  also  very 
aware  that  there  is  no  objectivity  in  Nevada  as  far  as  wilderness 
is  c one erned’.The  great  majority  of  Nevadans  are  still  living  in  the 
early  XIXth  century  and  regard  wilderness  as  an  enemy  to  be  raped, 
laid  was te , c onquered , plundered  and  exploited  down  to  the  last  blade  ol 
grass.vthe  last  drop  of  water....  the  only  reason  it  is  OUT  THERE  is  tc 
in  some  way  or  other  be  gobbled  up. Consumed .And  worst  of  all  -they  dor 
even  have  the  prudeht  housekeeper  attitude  of  setting  aside  some 
largesse  for  tomorrow.No.lt  must  all  be  consumed  RIGHT  NOW. 

If  future  generations  are  confronted  with  the  Nevada  as  Sahara  Desert 
(and  not  just  the  casinos  of  that  name)  then  -too  bad. No  doubt  by 
then  they  will  be  able  to  fly  away  to  Mars  -or  some  other  planet. 


Q  ^  ^  0  V" 


-\ 1 

•  jr  have  sometimes  thought  that  I  would  like  to  design  a  bumper  sticker 
with  the  following  words  imprinted  on  it  i 

HELP  SAVE  WILDERNESS .LEAVE  SOMETHING  FOR  THE  NEXT  GENERATION  TO  DESTROY. 


Perhaps  the  Nevadans(and  all  who  ressemble  them  all  over  the  US 
and  especially  in  the  Sagebrush  Rebellion  States)  )would  not  even 
understand  what  this  bumper  sticker  was  trying  to  say  I 

So  you  see  that  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  what  you  are  up  against 
trying  to  save  the  wilderness  of  Nevada.  You  have  a  few  friends  in 1  the 
State  -thank  God-but  you  mostly  have  enemies. 

It  will  take  one  hell  of  a  lot  of  guts  to  stand  firm  and  go  ahead  and 
do  what  is  right  for  wilderness  in  Nevada  for  the  wildlife  that  depends 
on  this  wilderness  to  survive  and  for  future  Nevadans  who  -  if  they 
could  have  their  say  -might  want  to  inherit  something  better  than  that 
which  is  planned  for  them  by  present  day  Nevadans. 


I  will  not  close  this  letter  without  a  few  words  about  what  wilderness 
and  Nevada  mean  to  me. 

Quite  s imply , wi lderne ss  -in  Nevada  or  elsewhere  -  is  as  near  to  me  as  the 
blood  that  runs  in  my  own  veins.  Although  I  cannot  spend  all  the  time 
I  would  like  to  spend  in  wilderness  it  is  always  in  the  background  of 
my  mind.  It  is  out  there , somewhere  , and  the  knowledge  that  it  is  there, 
still  vast  stretches  of  it, unharmed  as  ye t , un tramme led , lone ly , a  great 
non-human  piece  of  this  ever  more  crowded  and  polluted  planet  -that 
knowlege , that  background  music  to  my  everyday  life  so  to  speak^is  some 
thing  that  I  may  not  be  able  to  live  -.without'. 

I  am  growing  old  and  have  sometimes  thought  that  -whatever  occurs  -I 
will  not  live  to  see  the  end  of  wilderness  in  my  own  country.  Will  not 
live  to  see  the  end  of  Nevada, of  Utah,of  New  Mexico, of  Wyoming, 
of  Colorado, of  Arizona  -and  the  other  great  parts  of  the  West. 

But  of  late  I  am  not  so  sure.  If  I  dont  die  soon.it  may  still  go  before 
I  do1. 

All  sorts-  of  horrors  seem  to  be  going  om  and  I  do  not  use  the  word  horror 
lightly.  , 

The  MX  Basing.  I've  been  fighting  that  for  the  past  six  months  and  am 
still  fighting.  The  MX  would  mean  the  end  of  Nevada.' And  it  would 
probabaly  mean  the  end  of  Nevadans  too  if  it  were  built  and  war  came... 
if  ever  provocation  existed  the  MX  would  be  it  andwould  draw  down 
total  destruction. 

I  still  hope  -perhaps  I  am  an  optimist  after  all  -that  we  can  stop 

the  MX  . 

But  mining  ?  Deve lope-'men t  ?Overgrazing  ?Overpopula t ion  ?Destructive 
ORVS  everywhere  ? 

I  dont  know.  I  hope  that  we  can  save  at  least  M  of  that  which  is  listed 
on  the  enclosed  pages. And  more. 

I  count  on  conservationists  such  as  do  exist  in' Nevada  and  elsewhere 
to  do  their  utmost  for  Nevada  wilderness.  And  I  also  count  on 
the  BLM.  Especially  you  people  who  are  in  the  field  the  people  who 
work  in  Nevada. 

I  dont  feel  so  good  about  the  big  shots  in  Washington.  But  maybe  you  can 
persuade-  them  -instead  of  them  having  the1'  las  t  ■"  off  ic  ia  1" word  . 


(•3) 


There  are  moments  -this  is  one  of  them-when  I  wish  I  did  have  some 
power  to  DO  something. 

As  it  is  I  can  only  send  in  a  plea  -and  assure  you  that  it  is 
writen  from  my  heart, out  of  a  deep  and  passionate  and  lifelong 
commitment  to  wilderness  and  wild  life  and  wilderness  values. 

Ana  no  wilderness  has  ever  been  more  dear  -and  few  are  now  as  dear 
to  me -as  the  wilderness  of  Nevada. 

I  dont  go  to  Yosemite  any  longer  and  not  often  to  the  beautiful 
Sierras  of  California.  Too  many  people. 

But  Nevada  still  offers  immensities  of  solitude  and  the  feeling  of 
being  almost  infinitely  separated  from  any  other  human  than  the 
one  or  at  the  most  two  people  who  are  with  me. 

We  are  for  once  alone  -or  seem  to  be  alone  -on  the  planet. 

And  this  experience  in  this  world  of  ever  shrinking  space  and  tarnished 
landscapes  is  perhaps  the  greatest  thing  that  I  can  now  experience  on 
this  earth. 

I  thank  BLM  for  making  this  possible. But  PLEASE  continue  to  make  it 
possible  . 

Dont  give  up. And  dont  give  away  any  wilderness  -not  any  of  it. 

Many  thanks  for  listening. 

Good  luck. And  If  I  can  help  if  help  is  within  my  means  you  may 
count  on  me  for  what  I  can  do. 


sincerely  and  cordially  yours 


Ruth  C  .Douglas 


i'/ J LDERNES5  STUDY  AREAS 


ELY  DISTRICT  (continued) 


Areas  proposed  by  Conservationists  (continued) 


H en sser  Mounta '  n  (040-048A)  Extremely  steep  abrupt  mountains  rising  over 
9,000  ft. The  Bristlecone  Pine  Natural  Area  -a  designated  area  -is  in 
here  and  should  make  this  area  a  MUST  for  WSA . 

Martin  Spr  ing(  Q4Qr  ( Q4Q-I23,)  .  fountains  here  rise  above  the  ten  thousand 
ft- mark.  More-  o-f  the  limstone  formations  in  cliffs.  Pure  water  with  trout. 

There  are  mountain  lion^in  this  area. 

West  Pancakes  (  040-153^  Broad  subunit  -Moody  Peak  dominates  a  jumbled 

topography . Very  fine  P-J  forest. 

South  Pancakes-  (040-155)  Portuguese  Mountain , over  nine  thousand  ft, 
Rugged  diversified  subunit. Many  interesting  intermountain  canyons. 

'Worthington  Mountains  (040-242  )  Jagged  rockfaces  surmounted  with 
ponderosa  and  higher  up,  br is tlec one . Leviathan  Cave  in  this  area. 

Garden  Valley  Reservoir ( 040-243 )  Golden  Gate  Range  subunit . Impressive  lime 
scene  desert  type  mountains.  Should  be  Drpserved  and  they  cannot  remain  so 
if  not  under  wilderness. 

The  following  areas  are  proposed  by  myself  as  additions  to  above 


(040  184  ^  These  two  units  should  be 

as  WSAS  as  they  are  contiguous  to  the  South  End  of 

(040-  185  )  Mount  Wheeler  which  is  under 

consideration  as  a  Wilderness  Area  by  the  U.S. Forest  Service 

They  would  provide  a  buffer  for  the  Wheeler  area  and  have  authentic 

wilderness  character  of  their  own  in  keeping  with 
Mountain  area. 


Big  Springs  Wash 

under  consideration 
Lexington  Creek 


the  beautiful  Wheeler 


June  24,  1980 
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Edward  Spang,  Directoi 
Nevada  State  Office 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.  0.  Box  12000 
Reno,  Nevada  89520 

Re:  Ely) District 

Proposed  Wilderness  Study  Areas 

Director  Spang, 

We  are  writing  to  support  the  WSA  proposals  of  the  Ely  Dis¬ 
trict  of  the  BLM .  Further,  we  have  identified  nine  (9) 
additional  areas  the  reviewers  left  out  for  reasons  v/hich 
we  Believe  are  inconsi stent  with  BLM  guidelines. 

The  Ely  District  contains  some  truly  outstanding  lands. 

Many  of  these  were  inventoried  as  roadless  and  are  now  being 
considered  for  WSA  status.  The  general  features  and  nature 
of  the  .land  including  topography,  geology,  wildlife  habitat, 
aquatic  habitat,  climate  history,  extent  of  tree  and  brush  cover, 
life  zones  present,  and  many  others  are  of  critical  importance 
in  assessing  wilderness  characteristics. 

The  BLM  is  assessing  these  characteristics  and  deciding  whether  or 
not  an  area  is  natural  in  appearance  and  possesses  either  out¬ 
standing  opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive  recreation. 

The  citizens,  to  whom  the  land  belongs,  are  then  to  comment  on 
ihe  job  the  BLM  did  making  these  assessments.  Since  it  is 
unlikely  even  residents  of  the  Ely  district  are  sufficiently 
familiar  with  each  area  to  assess  wilderness  characteristics, 
the  yellow  book  is  of  critical  importance  for  most  of  us  to 
assess  the  area  as  well  as  the  job  the  BLM  reviewers  did. 

Unfortunately,  the  descriptions  provided  of  the  many  areas  are 
terse  to  the  point  that  very  important  features  are  not  described. 
People  who  have  visited  an  area  or  who,  like  many  of  us,  are 
exceptionally  familiar  with  the  wide  diversity  present  in  Nevada, 
recognize  the  oversimplification  of  the  vegetative  cover  and  topo¬ 
graphic  features  being  "described".  In  fact,  the  presence  of 
wildlife  species,  springs,  meadows,  streams,  riparian  areas, 
different  life  zones,  sno w  fields,  and  cliff  or  rock  outcroppings 
is  not  noted  most  times.  Missing  frequently  are  also  the  names 
and  elevation  of  mountain  peaks,  names  of  endangered  species1 
found,  and  reference  to  outstanding  scenic  or  geologic  forma- 
tions--such  as  caves. 

An  example  of  what  we  are  writing  about  is  the  description 
given  of  Martin  Spring  ( NV-040-123) : 

"AREA  DESCRIPTION:  The  unit  covers  a  mountainous  portion  of  the 
south  end  of  the  Egan  Range.  Primary  vegetative  types  are 
pinyon- juniper  and  sagebrush." 
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This  is  an  inadequate  description.  How  mountainous?  What 
other  vegetation  is  present?  Any  streams?  Meadows?  Riparian 
Areas?  What  is  the  Area  High  point?  Name?  What  are  the 
elevation  differences?  Wildlife  present? 

In  fact,  this  description  really  tells  a  reader  nothing  about 
this  area.  It  leaves  out  the  following  important  details: 

The  elevation  exceeds  10,000  feet.  It  is  a  rugged,  heavily 
wooded,  limestone  mountain  area.  It  is  not  the  "south  end" 
of  the  Egan  range  as  described.  There  are  streams  for 
fishing,  wildlife  for  hunting  and  photographing,  rugged 
terrain  for  hiking  and  sightseeing,  and  it  is  adjacent  to 
another  BLIY]  WSA  just  south.  All  these  pieces  of  information 
are  essential  if  the  public  is  to  really  comment  on  the 
BLM ' s  assessment. 

Since  no  attempt  is  made  to  have  a  summary  generally  available 
of  the  "inventory"  files  found  in  state  and  district  offices, 
only  the  local  residents  have  the  opportunity  to  "explore" 
the  logic  employed  by  the  staff  in  evaluating  the  "solitude 
or  recreation  criteria"  used  extensively  to  eliminate 
natural  areas.  Therefore,  the  descriptions  appearing  in 
the  yellow  book  should  be  of  high  quality  so  that  all  interested 
parties  have  the  information  to  comment  intelligently. 

We  are  concerned  that  the  poor  descriptions  in  the  yellow 
book,  especially  in  the  Ely  District,  will  bias  the  comments 
since  no  information  is  available  to  people  who  can  not  go 
arid  inspect  the  lengthy  wilderness  files. 

Vie  are  basing  our  comments  on  trips  to  eastern  Nevada, 
discussions  with  others  who  have  visited  the  district,  maps 
and  even  the  yellow  book  (however  inadequate).  Following 
are  each  of  the  areas  we  support  as  WSA's: 

Goshute  Canyon  (040-015  and  040-015B)-  Both  of  these  sub-units 
1 32.000  acres  and  55 » 900  acres  respectively)  inventoried  orig¬ 
inally  as  one  unit  are  interesting  mountain  and  foothill  land 
with  a  wide  variety  of  eastern  Nevada  vegetative  life-zones 
represented.  Within -the  area  is  the  Goshute  Canyon  Natural 
Area  and  the  home  of  an  endangered  fish  species.  Clearly, 
no  case  is  made  that  the  15B  subunit  lacks  solitude  in  55>00 Q 
acres  of  land.  The  area  possesses  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  because  of  its  size  alone.  In  addition  with 
many  drainages,  ample  opportunity  for  solitude  exists.  It 
must  be  included  as  a  WSA  along  with  the  smaller  015  which 
the  BLM  proposed.  The  northern  Cherry  Creeks  are  more 
accessible  to  a  wider  variety  of  people  and  offer  good  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  wildlife  viewing  and  enjoying  the  sense  of  spacQ 
which  the  Great  Basin  possesses.  The  higher  portion  of  the 
unit  provides  to  the  visitor  a  dramatic  range  of  vegetative 
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cover.  High  peaks  are  covered  with  fir  and  bristlecone  pine 
with  excellent  riparian  zones  in  the  canyons.  Lower  pinyon 
pine  forests  offer  "seclusion  with  a  view"  to  the  hiker.  A 
pinyon  forest  is  very  enjoyable  hiking  since  it  offers 
shade  and  screening  without  closing  one  in.  Here,  too, 
archaeological  sites  provide  excellent  recreation  as  does 
the  opportunity  to  explore  the  interesting  geology. 

Kgan  Basin  (040-019).  This  small  but  rugged  mountain  area 
has  some  of  the  best  vegetative  screening  in  Nevada.  It  is 
completely  covered  with  a  forest  ranging  from  the  dense  pinyon 
juniper  foothills  to  mountain  mahogany  and  fir  further  up  to 
the  9000  foot  plus  summit.  Such  a  forest,  while  not  unique, 
is  obviously  of  high  quality  in  Nevada  with  few  continuously 
forested  areas.  Excellent  opportunities  exist  to  climb  and 
explore  this  area.  Hiking  and  horseback  riding  are  just  a 
few  of  the  recreational  pursuits.  This  combined  with 
exploring  the  old  historic  sites  offers  outstanding  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  recreation. 

Butte  Mountains  (046-021  and  -021A) .  These  two  areas  comprise 
roughly  two-thirds  of  the  Butte  Mountain  range  and  contain 
two  peaks  above  9000  feet.  Vegetative  and  topographic  feature 
offer  open  views  to  outside  the  area  as  well  as  interior 
views  of  canyons.  In  its  evaluation  of  the  recreation  oppor¬ 
tunities  of  the  area  founds.  '  in  the  Yellow  Book,  the  BLM 
refused  to  identify  any  type  of  recreation  possible  in  the 
area.  However,  because  of  its  elevation  and  butte  summits, 
the  area  offers  good  to  excellent  ski  touring  and  winter 
mountaineering.  In  addition,  the  area  has  scenic  qualities 
which  the  BLM  has  not  mentioned.  Exposed  and  jutting  rocks 
on  and  around  the  buttes  with  forested  areas  and  canyon 
riparian  zones  are  outstanding  scenic  qualities.  Both  units 
should  be  WSA ' s . 

4fHeusser  Mountain  (040-048A).  This  part  of  the  Egan  Range  is 
a  high,  steep  mountain  area.  The  BLM  arguments  that  "travel 
along  the  ridge  line  affords  little  solitude"  and  that  tnere 
i  s  the  "occurrence  of  heavy  smog  from  the  McGill  smelter"  are 
absurd.  The  opportunity  for  solitude  is  all  that  is  required 
not  continuous  solitude  over  every  acre  while  traveling  or 
stopped.  Also,  the  presence  of  ."sights  and  sounds"  from  out¬ 
side  the  area  must  not  be  considered  in  the  evaluation.  It 
is  obvious  that  the  BLM  thought  the  Bristlecone  pine  an  out¬ 
standing  natural  resource  since  it  designated  a  Natural  area 
( G 80  acres)  here.  We  find  that  this  is  also  an  outstanding 
recreational  value  for  observing,  photographing  and  painting. 
The  case  the  BLM  attempts  to  make  here  is  very  weak.  It 
seems  to  violate  the  rules  the  BLM' was  supposed  to  use  to 
evaluate  areas.  There  is  ample  opportunity  for  solitude 
in  canyons  and  tree  covered  areas  as  well  as  excellent 
recreational  opportunities. 
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The  foregoing  comments  are  necessarily  a  summary  of  our  feelings 
about  these  outstanding  areas  in  the  Ely  District,  although  per¬ 
haps  more  complete  than  most  of  the  descriptions  presented  in 
BLM ' s  yellow  book.  We  trust  that  you  will  consider  our  comments 
in  your  final  recommendations  for  WSA  status  for  these  out¬ 
standing  areas. 


Rose  Strickland 


Nevada 

men’s 

ociation 


975  Fifth  Street  •  F.lko,  Nevada  8980 1) 
(702)  708-6846 


June  30,  1980 


Mr.  Dave  Harmond,  Wilderness  Coordinator 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  12000 
Reno,  NV  89520 

Dear  Dave: 

The  Nevada  Cattlemen's  Association  opposes  the  classification 
of  the  following  areas  for  wilderness  study: 

Elko  District 


1.  Bluebell  (010-027)  Lacks  naturalness  do  to  fences,  roads 
and  corrals  in  the  area. 

2.  Goshute  Peak  (010-033)  Lacks  naturalness  and  outstanding 
characteristics  necessary  for  wilderness. 

3.  Devils  Corral  (010-103A)  This -unit  also  contains  range 
improvements  that  take  away  from  the  naturalness  of  the  area. 

4.  (Xvyhee  Canyon  (010-106)  This  unit  lacks  quality  necessary 
for  a  true  wilderness  experience  as  was  intended  by  Congress. 

5.  Little  Humboldt  River  (010-132)  This  area  lacks  quality 
for  wilderness. 

6.  Bad  Lands  (010-184)  Area  lacks  outstanding  quality 
f o r  wi 1 de rnes s . 

We  support  the  BLM's  decision  not  to  include  the  following 
areas  in  wilderness  study: 

Spruce  Mtns.  (010-016);  Spruce  Ridge  (010-017);  Sugarloaf 
(010-049) ;  White  Sage  Flat  (010-060) ;  Cortez  (010-070) ;  Little  Owyhee 
(010-102)  ;  Hat  Peak  (010-104) ;  Silver  Lake  (010-109  &  109A) ;  Winter 
Creek  (010-111) ;  Rock  Creek  (010-130) ;  Rough  Hills  (010-151) ;  Cotton- 
vrxad-Salmon  Falls  (010-179);  and  Hanks  Creek  (010-197). 
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7.  Hontone  Mine  (030-432)  This  unit  is  not  large  enough  to  be 
considered  fob  wilderness.  Considering  this  unit  with  a  U.S.  Forest 
Service  proposal,  in  order  to  make  a  5,000  acre  or  larger  parcel,  is 
not  a  reasonable  procedure.  The  unit  should  be  evaluated  on  its  own 
merits  in  order  to  meet  the  wilderness  criteria. 

8.  Slinkard  (030-531)  this  unit  is  too  narrow  to  provide  adequate 
solitude.  Sights  and  sounds  of  man' s. existence  would  be  evident,  thus, 
this  unit  doesn't  meet  wilderness  criteria.  . 

9.  Carson- Iceberg  (030-532)  .  this  unit  doesn't  meet  the  criteria 
for  size  when  considered  on  its  own.  Other  uses  would  very  likely  be 
restricted  because  of  wilderness  classification  if  so  classified. 

Other  units  in  the  Carson  District  that  we  support  the  Bill's 
recommendations  on,  and  will  submit  our  objections  for  further  wilderness 
study  on  are:  Shoshone  Medows  (030-106) ;  Agusta  Mtns  (130-108) ;  Wassuk 
Range  (030g  323) ;  Lyon  Peak  (030-520) ;  East  Pine  Nuts  (030-525) ; 

Burbank  Canyons  (030-525-A) ;  Virginia  Mtns  (030-605) ,  and  Petersen 
Mtn .  (030-610). 

These  units  do  not  meet  the  criteria  for  Wilderness., 


Ely  District 


1.  Goshute  Canyon  (040-015)..  This  unit  doesn't  meet  the  criteria 
for  Naturalness.  A  road  exists  in  ,  and  leads  to,  a  steel  building 
located  on  private  property  within  this  unit.  Solitude  within  the  unit 
could  be  broken  by  visible  and  audible  occurances  out  of  the  unit  due 
to  the  phyical  layout  of  the  unit. 

2.  Granite  Spring  (040-086) .  This  unit  lacks  quality  necessary 
for  Wilderness.  Flat  characteristics  covered  by  low  lying  vegetation 
define tely  do  not  meet  the  qualities  of  wilderness  intended  by  congress. 

+ 

3.  Park  Range  (040-154).  This  unit  lacks  characteristics  neCessairy 
to  provide  quality  wilderness. 

4.  Riordan's  Well  (040-166).  This  unit  doesn't  offer  scenery  of 
high  enough  quality  necessary  for  wilderness  classification. 

5.  Table  Mtn.  (040-197).  This  unit  doesn't  provide  quality  wilderness 
characteristics.  This  land  could  be  put  to  another  use  more  benefical 

to  the  public. 

6.  White  Pock  Range  (040-202).  Quality  for  wilderness  is  lacking  in 
this  unit.  Other  uses  exist  that  would  benefit  the  public  more  than 

wi ldcrness . 

7.  Qeepah  bpring  (040-246).  Wilderness  quality  is  poor  in  this  unit. 

We  support  the  BLM  decision  not  to  study  the  following  areas  any 
further  for  Wilderness: 

Goshute  Canyon  (040-015-B) ;  Egan  Basin  (040-019) ;  Butte  Mtns  (040- 
02H  021  A)  ;  Heasser  Mtn.  (040-048-A)  ;  Martin  Spring  (040-123)  ;  West 

Pancakes  (040-153);  South  Pancakes  (040-155);  Worthington  Mtns  (040-242); 


Mr.  Ilannond 
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and  Garden  Valley  Reservior  (040-243) . 

These  units  all  lack  wilderness  quality  and  fail  to  meet  other 
criteria  necessary  for  wilderness  . 

1  ns  Vegas  District 

1.  East  Pahranaget  (050-0131).  This  unit  lacks  quality,  cj>n  its  own- 
merit,  to  be  considered  for  Wilderness. 

2.  Medsger  Pass  (050-0154).  This  unit  lacks  wilderness  quality. 

The  low  shrub  vegetation  offers  little  screening  and  leaves  Tittle 
chance  for  solitude  when  considered  by  itself. 

3.  Lower  Pahranagat  Take  (050-0165).  This  unit  doesn't  meet  the 
cri toria  for 'size  or  solitude.  It  also  lacks  wilderness  quality. 

4.  South  Pahrocs  (050-0132).  Wilderness  quality  is  lacking  in  this 
unit.  Those  qualities  one  associates  with  wilderness  do  not  exist 

5.  Pigeon  Spring  (050-0350).  This  unit  doesn't  meet  the  criteria 
for  size  or  solitude. 

6.  Queer  MLn.  (050-0354) .  The  topography  and  law  vegetation  of  this 
unit  doesn't  provide  for  quality  wilderness. 

7.  Bonnie  Claire  Flat  (050-0355).  This  unit  doesn't  have  outstand¬ 

ing  wilderness  quality.  Classifying,  it  as  wilderness  would  not  allow  for 
its  test  use.  \ 

8.  Porter  Mine.  (050-0368).  The  size  of  this  unit  doesn't  allow  for 
opportunities  of  outstanding  solitude.  Outstanding  wilderness  quality 
doesn't  exist  in  this  unit. 

9.  Amargosa  (050-0369).  This  unit  should  be  considered  on  its  own 
merits  for  wilderness.  It  doesn't  meet  the  criteria  for  wilderness  in 
that  it  isn't  outstanding. 

10.  Nothing  Flats  (050-0370).  Quality  is  lacking  in  this  unit. 

11.  Gem  (050-03R-22) .  This  unit  doesn't  meet  the  criteria  for  size 
and  lacks  outstanding  quality  for  wilderness.  Significant  opportunity 
for  solitude  doesn't  exist  because  of  the  small  size  of  this  unit. 

12.  Resting  Springs  Range  (050-0460'&  0460  A).  This  unit  doesn't 
in vt  the  criteria  for  size  if  cosidcred  alone.  Opportunity  for 
solitude  doesn't  exist  in  this  unit  especially  when  considered  on  its 
awn  merit. 

13.  Mount  Stirling  (050-0401).  This  unit,  and  its  sub  units,  lack 
outstanding  qualities  associated  with  wilderness. 
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3LM  INTENSIVE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
COMMENTS  BY  NEVADA  CONSERVATION  ORGANIZATIONS 


ELM  District 


Ely 


Unit  Name,  and  Number 


Heusser  Mountain  Q4Q-48A.. 


1 .  Size : 

a.  BLM  unit  (and  subunits). 

32 , 940  acres  .  ■  , 

b.  Location  and  area  of  land  conservationists  believe  has 

wilderness  characteristics. 


25,000  acres 


2.  Roadlessness 


Naturalness : 


All  unreviewed  routes  have  been  eliminated,  including 
several  ways.  We  object  most  strongly  to  the  cherry 
stemming  of  unreviewed  routes,  since  these,  in  turn 
are  used  to  disquality  units  which  otherwise  might  have 
qualified  for  WSA  status.  Many  of  the  unreviewed  ways 
in  the  Heusser  mountain  appear  to  be  ways,  expecially 
at  the  upper  ends. 


The  unit  as  drawn  is  essentially  natural, 
it  appear  not  to  even  have  been  grazed. 


Some  parts  of 


Outstanding  opportunities  for: 

Solitude.  Although  the  unit  is  a  single  ridgeline,  the  opportunities 


a . 


b.  Recreation: 


for  solitude  are  indeed  outstanding.  The  vegetative  cover 
is  excellent  with  several  varieties  of  conifers.  The 
9415  foot  Heusser  Mountain  exemplifies  the  high  rough  terrain. 
Many  of  the  unreviewed  routes  are  ways  and  should  not 
be  used  to  to  argue  for  lack  of  solitude. 

:  This  unit  is  particularly  suitable  for  short  excursions 

into  the  wilderness.  Being  near  a  populated  center,  the 
recreational  opportunities  for  those  folks  living  near 
are  excellent.  The  several  varieties  of  trees,  including 
pinyons,  juniper,  limber  pine,  white  fir,  mahogany  and 
bristlecone  pine  provide  strong  scenic  resources.  The 
west  side  is  particularly  scenic.  The  Bristlecone  Natural 
area  additionally  offers  the  opportunity  to  explore  that 
ecosystem  type. 

The  intensive  inventory  report  suggests  that  the  McGill 
smog- interferes  with  the  recreational  experience.  Inversions 
will  keep  the  smog-  well  below  the  ridgeline  and  in  fact 
will  provide  good  reason  to  escape  the  smog  to  the  high 
mountain  terrain  around  Heusser. 


5.  Recommendation:  Conservationists  recommend  that  Heusser  Mountain  be 

added  to  the  WSA  catagory.  The  unreviewed  routes  should 
be  either  classified  roads  or  ways. 
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• : •  Colorado  Council  of  Trout  Unlimited  strongly  supports  your  recommendations 
:or  ••■iiderness  areas  in  Nevada  and  urges  the  inclusion  of  many  other  worthy 
..r.u  :u.;ly  qualified  areas  in.  the  Federal  Wilderness  System.  Following 
.m-  taose  we  especially  commend  for  protection  of  their  unique  and  out- 
stanurlngly  remarkable  values: 


.  ■  •  .  ’  Corrall  (010-103-A) 
n  «:  Canyon  (010-106) 

Lit.:  n  Humboldt  River  (010-132) 
Bad  : auds  (010-184 ) 

:.  t  .  Owyhee  (010-102) 
reek  (010-130) 
uei:  Hills  (010-151) 

L.  tt  nwood -Salmon  Falls  (010-179) 
Hank’s  Creek  (010-197) 


WINNEMUCCA  DISTRICT 

Blue  Lakes  (020-600) 

North  Black  Rock  Range  (020-622) 
McGee  Mountain  (020-637) 

North  Fork  Little  Humboldt  (020-827) 
Tobin  Range  (020-406) 


’  . :  1 L v  N  CITY  DISTRICT 

B.m  .'.'.  pine  Mountains  (030-102) 
1. :  nkard  (030-531) 

Was  sen  Range  (030-32  3) 

!  •  n  !\mk  (030-520) 


ELY  DISTRICT 

Goshute  Canyon  (040-015) 
^Heusser  Mountain  (040-048-A) 
Martin  Spring  (040-123) 


a ATT  HE  MTN ■  DISTRICT 

Raw; eh  (060-019) 

:  .e  Eagle  (060-158/199) 
Bam-  Mountain  (060-407) 
Nu-rt Fish  Creek  (060-482) 


Mm  t  of  the  above  listed  areas  include  important  water  resources  that  are 
:  *  vH  rare  and  vital  in  the  arid  Nevada  lands.  Their  protection  should  be  a 
r  Mae  goal  of  wilderness  designation  not  just  for  the  fish  species  involved 
m:L  for  the  rare  and  unique  ecosystems  they  support.  Many  more  areas,  of 
■■curte,  are  eminently  worthy  of  wilderness  protection  for  values  other  than 
m  r  .nac  we  urge  your  recommendation  of  all  those  which  truly  qualify.  Un- 
::  curbed  lands,  have  many  unseen  values  for  mankind.  Nevada's  largely  under- 
ar. pr.-ciated  landscape  is  easily  damaged  and  deserves  special  care. 
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Nevada  State  BLM  Office 
Proposed  Wilderness  Areas 
P.  0.  3o*' 12000 
Reno,  Nevada  89520 

Dear  Sirs: 


We  understand  0l5B,  019,  021,  021A,  088A,  123,  153, 
155,  2h2,  and  2h3  have  been  recommended  by  some  groups 
to  be  put  back  in  for  wilderness  study  areas. 

Our  association  wishes  to  reaffirm  our  stand  that 
we  agree  with  the  BLM  study  of  April,  I960  of  proposed 
wilderness  study  areas  and  that  these  above  areas  not 
be  recommended  for  wilderness  study  areas. 

We  do  not  believe  that  these  areas  qualify  or 
meet  the  minimum  standards  for  wilderness  areas. 


Sincerely, 


•J ; 

,/J  1  * 


V  S- 


Grecian  N .  Uhalde 
President 
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Noranda  Exploration,  Inc. 

65  North  Edison  Way,  Suite  4 

P.  O.  Box  7176 

Reno,  Nevada  89510 

noranda 

April  22, 

1980 

Tel.:  (702)  786-8801 

B.L.M.  Intensive  Wilderness  Inventory 
P.0.  Box  12000 
Reno,  Nevada  89520 

Gent  lemen : 

N'oranda  Exploration,  Inc.,  a  mineral  exploration  company, 
has  an  inherent  concern  in  the  federally  managed  lands  in 
Nevada.  Of  particular  concern  to  Noranda  are  those  areas 
which  are  under  review  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
as  Wilderness  Study  Areas. 

In  several  of  these  areas,  Noranda  personnel  have  conducted 
both  ground  and  air  reconnaissance  work  in  order  to  make  fair, 
accurate,  and  responsible  comments  as  to  the  potential  of 
these  areas  as  W.S.A.'s.  Particular  attention  was  made  to 
those  features  (i.e.,  roads,  mines,  pits,  mine  dumps,  corrals, 
etc.)  which  appear  to  be  substantially  noticeable. 

There  appear  to  be  definite  and  noticeable  imprints  of  man's 
work  and  permanent  impacts  within  all  of  the  wilderness  study 
areas  which  were  surveyed  by  Noranda.  It  is  our  contention 
that  even  though  a  number  of  these  intrusions  may  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  individual  intrusions,  the  overall  aggregate  of 
these  intrusions  qualify  as  a  "cumulative  impact"  as  set  forth 
in  Chapter  1,  B-4  of  the  Interim  Management  Policy  Act. 

There  exists  within  the  Ely  district  several  areas  surveyed 
by  Noranda  with  another  type  of  "man-made  intrusion"  that  is 
a  real  and  valid  "impact"  which  should  also  be  considered. 
These  areas  (040-242A,  040-235A,  040-243,  040-247A,  and 

040-246)  are  within  the  boundaries  of  an  existing  military 
operations  area  (M.O.A.).  While  surveying  within  these  areas 
low  flying  military  aircraft  could  be  almost  continuously 
observed  flying  at  altitudes  of  only  a  few  hundred  feet  above 
the  terrain.  This  type  of  impact  can  be  considered  a  valid 
impact,  especially  when  one  is  thinking  in  terms  of  "oppor¬ 
tunities  for  solitude"  and  seclusion  from  the  "imprints  of 
man's  work." 

The  following  pages  contain  photographs  taken  by  Noranda 
personnel  which  document  many  of  the  types  of  intrusions  which 
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exist  within  these  areas.  Due  to  the  time  allowed  and  the 
logistics  involved,  not  all  of  the  intrusions  actually  present 
are  documented.  Further  surveying  would  without  a  doubt  turn 
up  many  more  intrusions  and  add  to.  our  supposition  that  due 
to  the  cumulative  impact  of  these  intrusions,  these  areas  do 
not  satisfy  the  "non-impairment  criteria"  set  forth  for  wilder¬ 
ness  status. 

We  appreciate  your  careful  consideration  of  our  comments  and 
welcome  any  "feedback"  or  discussion  that  you  may  have  for 
these  areas. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Enel. 

L  L  L  :  k  a  c 
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June  7,  I960 

Mr .  Edward  Spang 
State  Director 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

' 

-  ‘w  vi 

PoO.  Bex  12000 

Reno,  Nevada  89520 

Dear  Mr„  Spang: 

Here  are  seme  comments,  supplementary  to  those  on  the  forma  the 
Bureau  supplied,  on  the  Nevada  intensive  inventory.  Although  the 
ELM,  in  the  yellou  document,  requested  that  comments,  to  be  useful, 
should  refer  to  specific  land  units,  I  do  think  that  " overall"  comments 
are  in  order  as  well.  There  are  several  reasons  for  this  belief: 
cr.e,  in  the  Nevada  political  context,  you  will  still  receive  quite 
a  few  comments  opposing  any  and  all  VSA  recommendations  and  questioning 
the  Bureau's  legitimacy,  competence,  and  good  faith;  two,  I ' think  it 
is  valid  and  constructive  for  citizens  to  endorse  a  "package"  of 
ADA's  in  addition  to  making  their  own  unit-specific  suggestions;  and 
three,  the  Bureau's  methods  may  be  questionable,  resulting  in  the 
biased  inclusion  or  exclusion  of  areas.  I'll  discuss  each  of  these 
ocir.ts  below. 


Cements  against  wilderness  (or,  on  the  other  hand,  uncritically 
for  the  study  of  all  intensively-inventoried  areas)  generally,,  are 
ret  supposed  to  have  an  effect  on  the  ultimate  selection  of  WSA's. 

I  agree,  and  I  think  the  Bureau's  intention  to  let  only  objective 
evidence  change  its  recommendations  is  good,  but  there  ’-rill  no  doubt 
be  pressure  from  many  quarters  £0  minimize  the  number  and  size  of 
final  ASA's.  Most  of  these  objections  will  be  based  on  an  interpret¬ 
ation  0f  the  on-the-ground  intrusions  the  Bureau  wants  to 
knew  about,  but  a  lot  of  them  will  arise  from  dislike  of  wilderness 
in  general.  As  an  indication,  according  to  the  "Summary  of  Analysis 
of  Public  Comments... "  on  the  initial  inventory,  15*  of  the  public 
respondents  made  general  comments .  Judging  from  page  2  of  that 
summary,  the  majority  were  anti -wilderness .  The  comments  this  time 
are  going  to  be  at  least  as  numerous  and  emphatic. 

Therefore,  an  advocate  of  conservation  in  Nevada  feels  compelled 
00  surpert  the  Bureau  at  each  step  of  the  wilderness  review,  to  poiht 
cut.  the  general  benefits  of  wilderness  (in  this  case,  wilderness 
study) ,  and  to  endorse  a  list  of  areas  drawn  up  in  some  systematic 
fashion,  even  if  he  or  she  does  not  have  direct  knowledge  of  every 
area.  There  is  always  some  "vote -taking"  even  in  a  technical 
recess  like  this,  and  wilderness  advocates  know  that  they  must 
e  counted  when  the  process  itself  is  at  issue. 

The  Lahontan  Audubon  Society  and  allied  groups  have  drawn  up  a 
list  of  desired  WSA's  including  BLM  recommendations  and  about  an  equal 
number  of  ncnselected  areas.  Besides  concurring  -with  your  basic 
recommendations,  the  proponents  of  the  list  studied  the  available 
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information,  consulted  with  district  and  state  coordinators,  and  in 
some  instances  visited  the  areas.  I  support  their  proposal  because 
it  is,  at  case,  supportive  of  the  Bureau  and  its  section  603 
mandate,  because  it  is  necessary,  in  Nevada,  to  have  a  firm,  documented 
position  to  which  people  and  groups  can  subscribe,  and  because 
the  additional  areas  they  seek  seem  desirable  and  reasonable 
additions  to  the  final  list  of  WSA's. 

Although  it  is  a. required  part  of  the  wilderness  review,  study  is 
quite  valuable  in  itself.  Many  aspects  of  the  ’wild  Nevada  Landscape 
are  not  well  known,  as  the  MX  planners  are  finding  out  for  eastern 
Nevada.  One  may  question  whether  11  naturalness”  and  the  other  ordinary 
characteristics  can  be  conclusively  determined  for  all  lands  in  the 
year  devoted  to  the  initial  and  intensive  inventories,  but  that  is 
an  academic  objection  at  this  point.  Supplemental  values,  ’which  could 
be  some  interests1  main  motivation  for  supporting  ’wilderness,  are 
something  else.  It  often  takes  quite  a  bit  of  time  to  develop  new 
information  about  cultural,  biological,  and  geological/geomorphological 
features  and,  to  the  extent  we  don't  have  the  information,  wilderness 
stucy  and  interim  management  provide  the  means  to  learn  a  lot  more. 

"or  that  reason,  I  would  support  W5A  status  and  the  coordinated,  multi¬ 
disciplinary  studies  it  entails  for  much  of  the  land  as  possible,  especially 
-here  supplemental  features  exist  but  haven't  been  analyzed. or  even 
discovered. 


As  an  aside,  I  would  like  to  point  out  that  the  fieldwork  accomplished 
so  date  by  the  inventory  crews  is  -  or  could  be  -  quite  valuable  as  an 
overview  cn  the  existence  and  condition  of  developments  on  the  public 
lanes.  The  information  and  map  updates  should  benefit  other  programs 
such  as  range. and  fire  management  (e.g.  existence  and  passability  of 
routes)  and,  I  think,  it's  time  the  Bureau  took  stock  of  all  that's 
been  dene  to  the  public  lands  over  the  years,  the  'wilderness  mandate 
notwithstanding .  Such  a  stock-taking  is  the  first  requirement  for 
making  decisions  on  how  much  more  alteration  we  want  to  allow  or  is 
necessary  to  conduct  the  economy  of  the  state. 

There  are  efforts  underway  to  discover,  map,  and  analyze  the 
significant  natural  features  and  areas  of  the  state,  partly  so  that 
systematic  protection  efforts  have  a  sound  basis.  I  refer  not  just  to 
what  the  Bureau  is  doing,  say  with  cultural  resource  management,  but  to 
"heritage"  efforts  supervised  by  the  Nevada  Division  of  State  Parks  and 
co  the  National  Natural  Landmarks  program.  The  Heritage  Conservation  and 
Recreation  Service  is  currently  working  with  ten  potential  Landmarks  in 
Nevada,  most  of  which  are  on  public  land  and  at  least  three  of  which 
(e.g.  McCullough  Range)  are  recommended  VJSA's  or  WSA's  from  accelerated 
inventories.  Obviously  the  Bureau  has  a  particular  responsibility  when 
"heritage"  resources  are  involved,  and  the  more  land  that  is  studied  and 
afforded  interim  protection,  the  better  is  a  systematic  inventory  of 
Nevada's  soecial  features  served. 


r3  o  ) 


Edvard  Soang 
e  7 ,  I960' 


I  said  at  the  outset  that  the  Bureau's  methods  may  have  been  questionable. 

I  didn't  mean  this  in  general,  as  I  know  that  personnel  have  been  working 
oncer  time  pressure,  over  great  distances,  and  with  difficult  criteria,. 

However,  I  object  to  the  way  in  which  some  criteria  have  been  applied,  and 

will  point  cut  a  few  examples.  It's  interesting  to  note,  with  Nevada  in 

mind,  that  solitude ,  in  combination  with  adequate  size,  roadlessr.es s,  and 

naturalness,  is  enough  to  warrant  WSA  status.  The  application  of  the 
solitude  criterion  has  been  about  the  most  strongly  argued  aspect  of 
the  review  methodology,  and  I'd  like  to  comment  on  that  in  particular. 

Eirsx,  as  with  "...recreation",  the  ’wilderness  surveyor  is  making 
conjectures  when  he  evaluates  solitude,  because  nobody  is  around  to 
equally  test  if  the  area  affords  solitude  under  a  ’wilderness  designation, 
c,  the  surveyor  makes  a  theoretical  evaluation  based  on  the  "key  factors" 
listed  on  page  17  of  the  yellow  book.  Under  actual  conditions  -with,  say, 
several  parties  recreating  in  an  area  at  the  same  time,  their  behavior 
arc  equipment  may  have  as  much  to  do  with  their  impact  on  each  others' 
experience  as  the  topography  and  vegetation,  but  the  SIM  can't  evaluate  the  former. 

In  contrast,  3ize,  roadlessness,  and  naturalness  are  qualities 
that  aren't  theoretical,  but  can  be  evaluated  on  the  basis  of  information 
on  file,  field  surveys,  air  photo  interpretation,  and  map3.  These 
qualities  don't  represent  "what  if.."  situations,  but  present  conditions, 
and  I  don't  disagree  with  the  Bureau's  determinations  of  them. 

I  think,  based  on  personal  experience,  that  many  intensively-inventoried 
units  are  so  remote  and  inhospitable  to  the  kind  of  backcountry  recreation 
most  people  are  accustomed  to  that  the  factors  listed  on  p.  17  would  be 
largely  irrelevant  to  solitude.  Unit  OUO-2U2,  for  example,  is  to  be 
dropped  because  opportunities  for  solitude  are  "severely  limit (ed)",  yet 
one’  can  question  whether  there  will  ever  be  enough  people  recreating 
there  for  all  the  theoretical  objections  raised  in  the  solitude  analysis 
to  be  realised.  In  short,  for  the  Worthington  Mtns .  as  for  other  units 
disqualified  on  the  solitude  criterion,  the  Bureau  is  nrojecting  an 
unrealistic  degree  of  crowding  for  such  remote,  dry,  vast,  and  olten 
rugged  areas. 

Users'  behavior  influences  other  people's  solitude  a  lot.  A  forthcoming 
guidebook  to  Great  Basin  wild  areas  (which  -will  describe  the  BUI  wilderness 
review  and  many  intensively-inventoried  areas)  is  going  to  suggest  seme 
practices  for  users  that  will  enhance  solitude  if  applied,  wearing  colors 
and  using  equipment  that  blend  in  with  the  country]  olf-season  exploration,’ 
doing  some  dry -camping  as  well  as  camping  at  water  sources]  and  leaving 
as  little  sign  of  one's  presence  as  possible. 
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Solitude  is  a  matter  01  degree,  and  it  decends  on  users'  behavior, 
time  of  year  (it  might  be  tough  to  find  during  deer  season),  and  the 
number  and  manner  of  encounters.  A.  party  in  the  Pancake  Range,  an  open 
area,  would  be  surprised  to  see  another  group,  but  they  wouldn't 
necessarily  feel  that  their  solitude  had  been  impaired  nor  that  they 
:nui'in't  stay  cut  of  each  others'  way.  In  contrast  to  forested  and/or  humid 
mountainous  wilderness  areas,  there  is  so  little  literature  on  what 
people  seek  and  experience  in  the  'wild  desert  that  some  borderline 
cases  of  impaired  solitude  or  "unconfined, , .recreation"  ought  to  be 
resolved  through  Wilderness  Study  or  even  seme  basic  research. 

Other  borderline  cases  are  those  in  'which  all  the  primary  criteria 
except  the  two  theoretical  ones  (solitude  and  "primitive  and  unconfined 
type  of  recreation")  are  unquestionably  met,  but  these  two  are 
controversial  and  there  are  conceded  high  supplemental  values.  I  think 
that  such  areas  (e.g.  Worthington  Mtns.)  should  be  given  the  benefit 
of  the  doubt  and  recommended  a3  WSA's.  Leviathan  Cave  is  of  both 
recreational  and  supplemental  value,  yet  it's  controversial  and  the 
detailed  Intensive  Inventory  writeup  does  not  resolve  this.  In  fact,  it 
gees  on  to  say  that  under  the  RIS  rating  the  mountains  are  "excellent 
:’:r  primitive  values",  in  some  contradiction'  to  the  wilderness  evaluation. 

Interim  management  13  based  on  a  lengthy,  authoritative  body  of 
regulations  that  were  adopted  after  long  discussion,  presumably  cover 
all  situations,  and  are  in  force  now.  They  are  a  protection  "tool"  for 
::  up  ole  mental  and  other  values  and  as  such  of  considerable  importance 
until  the  ACEC  guidelines  are  finalized  and  we  know  what  other  administrative 
n:  rig  nations  the  Bureau  can  and  ’will  apply  to  areas  not  recommended  as 
Vdl  semes s  to  Congress,  The  ACEC  category  may  well  be  a  fallback,  as 
lorry  Jung  informally  suggested  to  me,  for  some  nonselected  areas,  but 
this  remains  to  be  seen.  Meanwhile,  I  urge  that  controversial  unit3,  or 
portions  of  them,  be  given' WSA  status  so  that,  among  other  things,  the 
surpie.nental  features  have  protection  until  the  role  of  alternative 
set ig nations  becomes  clear.  According  to  the  Washington  pffice,  the 
ACEC  guidelines  ’will  be  out  this  fall,  after  you  would  have  made  final 
decisions  cn  'WSA's. 

Thank  you  for  considering  rny  comments.  I  think  that  the  "yellow 
book"  reflects  a  fine  job  of  summarizing  the  findings  and  explaining 
what,  the  Bureau  wants  from  the  public.  Good  luck  with  the  remainder  of 
the  review. 

Sincerely, 

ic/UCtj ' vu/i 

Nick  Van  Pelt 
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Unit  Number_  W-  OlOzOMA 

i 

(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 

Unit  Name_  fjtumr  PtltL 


For  BLM  Coding  Use  Only: 

I _  S _ 

In _  Out _ NA/NI 

A  D 


•r  purpose  or  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 


~iec  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 

d less  ness:  2) 

. e  A'ord  ‘roadless* 1  refers  to 
essence  of  roads  which  have 
1  improved  and  maintained  by 
ran i cal  means  to  insure  rela- 
.  c-ly  regular  and  continuous 
e,  A  way  maintained  solely 
me  passage  of  vehicles  does 
t  constitute  a  road." 

t oral  ness:  4) 

.  .generally  appears  to  have 
.-.o  affected  primarily  by 
■ ces  of  nature  wi th  the 
:  rint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
mit!  a!  ly  ur.no  ticeable. " 


Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


j  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  Yesp^f  No[] 

■-  -why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
nee  cr  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
t'cular  'Ocation,  please  do  so'  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
_:iic  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
:ec,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
me  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  jio_  not  use  colored  pens  as 
colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 
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RECOMMENDATION 


Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area 

I.  Results  of  Review  for  Wilderness  Characteristics: 

The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  was  inventoried  along  with  the 
larger  review  area  NV-040-089  in  which  it  is  located  during 
a  special  early  inventory  conducted  in  conjunction  with  the 
Intermountain  Power  Project  (IPP)  accelerated  wilderness  in¬ 
ventory.  The  conclusions  of  this  inventory  were  that,  while 
review  area  NV-040-089  meets  the  naturalness  and  size  criteria 
set  by  the  Wilderness  Act,  it  does  not  meet  the  criterion 
which  requires  that  a  wilderness  have  an  outstanding  opportunity 
for  either  solitude  or  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of 
recreation. 

NV-040-089  -  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area 

Area  Description  and  Size:  The  designated  Natural  Area  (3200 
acres)  combined  with  its  contiguous  roadless  lands  total  9020 
acres  of  public  land.  This  is  sufficient  to  meet  the  criterion 
of  size  established  by  the  Wilderness  Act. 

Naturalness:  Very  little  alteration  of  the  natural  character 

of  the  landscape  has  occurred  within  the  roadless  area  which 
is  contiguous  with  the  designated  Natural  Area.  Surrounding 
lands  have  been  substantially  intruded  upon  by  ranching  and 
mining  activities  and  by  powerline  construction.  The  swampy 
conditions  found  within  the  unit  have  contributed  to  the  natural 
appearance  of  the  roadless  lands  surrounding  the  Natural  Area. 

This  portion  of  the  area  does  generally  appear  to  have  been 
affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint 
of  man’s  work  substantially  unnoticeable . 

Outstanding  Opportunities:  (1)  Solitude  -  There  is  fairly  good 
vegetative  screening  provided  by  the  small  trees  in  the  Natural 
Area,  and  these  provide  some  opportunity  for  visitors  to  avoid 
others,  but  the  absolutely  flat  topography  and  moderate  size  of 
the  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  lands  limit  the 
ability  of  a  visitor  to  avoid  others  within  the  area.  Opportunities 
for  solitude  are  considered  considerably  less  than  outstanding 
in  the  area.  (2)  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  -  Nature 
study,  hiking,  camping,  and  photography  are  all  possible  within 
the  area,  but  neither  the  diversity  nor  quality  of  these 
activities  are  considered  outstanding. 

Supplemental  Values:  The  marshy  ecosystem  and  associated  stand 
of  Rocky  Mountain  Juniper  (Juniperus  scopalorum)  exhibited  in 
this  area  is  quite  unusual  for  this  part  of  Nevada.  A  significant 
historical  site,  the  battlefield  of  the  Gosh-Ute  War  of  1863  may 
be  located  within  the  review  area. 


-1- 


II.  Economic  and  Social  Impacts: 

The  economic  and  social  impacts  resulting  from  the  release  of  this 
area  from  further  wilderness  consideration  will  be  minimal.  Because 
the  area  will  continue  under  the  laws  and  restrictions  for  designated 
Natural  Areas,  the  situation  as  it  affects  mining  and  grazing  will 
be  unchanged.  Some  slight  economic  loss  may  be  anticipated  if  it 
is  assumed  that  user  visitation  would  increase  with  eventual 
wilderness  designation.  Any  such  loss  would  be  minimized  by  the 
presence  of  other  nearby  wilderness  study  areas,  however. 

III.  Analysis  of  Effects  of  Recommendation: 

There  should  be  no  positive  or  negative  effects  of  either  a  long-term 
or  short-term  nature  resulting  from  this  recommendation. 

IV.  Discussion  of  Options  Foregone: 

Wilderness  designation  is  the  only  option  foregone  by  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  for  this  area. 

V.  Recommendation: 

The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  acreage 
lack  wilderness  character  and  should  be  dropped  from  further 
wilderness  consideration. 

VI .  Approval : 


/s/  Frank  Gregg 


June  27,  1980 


Director 


Date 
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STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area 
White  Pine  County,  Nevada 
Ely  District 


Previously 

Contiguous 

Acres  With 

Designated  Area 

Lands  (if  any) 

Total 

Wilderness  Characteristics 

Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 

0 

0 

0 

Recommended  For  Designation 

0 

0 

0 

Recommended  Against  Designation 

0 

0 

0 

Ownership  in  Study  Area  (2-15-79) 

BLM 

3,200 

5,820 

9,020 

Private 

0 

80 

80 

9,100 
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Photo  #1  Looking  west  down  into  the  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area. 


BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation: 

On  December  22,  1970,  the  Swamp  Cedar  area  was  made  a  Natural 
Area  and  was  thereby  segregated  from  disposal  under  the  public 
land  laws  including  the  general  mining  laws,  but  not  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  or  the  mineral  leasing  and 
material  sale  laws,  (Federal  Register,  December  22,  1970, 
p.  19,367).  The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to  protect  the 
unusual  ecosystem  of  the  area,  a  low  marshy  zone  which  supports 
a  stand  of  Rocky  Mountain  juniper  (Juniperus  scopalorum)  called 
"Swamp  Cedar." 

II.  Significant  Resource  Data: 

The  Swamp  Cedar  area  contains  an  unusual  ecosystem  which  consists 
of  a  low  marsh  and  a  stand  of  Rocky  Mountain  Juniper  growing  in 
the  marsh. 

The  designated  Natural  Area  probably  contains  a  historical  site: 
a  battlefield  of  the  Gosh-Ute  War  of  1863.  On  May  16,  1863, 
Captain  S.  P.  Smith's  Company  of  California  Cavalry  advanced 
on  an  Indian  camp  located  in  the  Swamp  Cedars  of  Spring  Valley, 
killing  23  Indians  while  suffering  one  wounded  soldier  and  a 
killed  horse.  The  exact  location  of  this  skirmish  is  unknown  but 
may  well  be  within  the  designated  Natural  Area. 

III.  Description  of  Report  Area: 

The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  is  located  in  Spring  Valley,  west 
of  the  Snake  Mountain  Range.  The  3,200  acre  Natural  Area  is 
flat,  with  an  elevation  of  between  5800  and  6000  feet.  Vegetation 
consists  of  Rocky  Mountain  Juniper,  greasewood,  sagebrush, 
rabbitbrush,  wire  brush,  and  other  grasses.  Wildlife  includes 
hawks,  lesser  goldfinch,  and  mallard  ducks.  A  documented  road 
separates  the  extreme  southwestern  tip  from  the  rest  of  the 
Natural  Area. 

The  surrounding  contiguous  roadless  lands  are  entirely  flat  and 
treeless  with  only  a  brush  and  grass  cover.  Cattle  and  sheep 
production  is  the  only  significant  human  use  of  the  land. 

The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  is  located  within  the  Moriah  Planning 
Unit  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  Ely  District  which 
contains  about  3,166,600  acres.  The  nearest  population  centers 
are  Ely  and  Baker,  Nevada,  and  the  nearest  large  population  centers 
are  Reno  and  Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

According  to  calculations  made  in  1974  (Water  for  Nevada,  Special 
Report  Input-Output  Economic  Models,  State  Engineers  Office, 
Division  of  Water  Resources,  September  1974),  61  workers  in  the 
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Moriah  Planning  Unit  are  dependent  upon  the  recreation  industry, 
and  70  workers  are  either  directly  or  indirectly  employed  in 
the  recreation  industry. 

IV.  Summary  of  Public  Participation: 

A.  Description  of  the  Process: 

The  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  was  inventoried  along  with 
the  roadless  review  area  in  which  it  is  located  (NV-040-089) 
during  an  early  special  inventory  conducted  in  conjunction 
with  the  Intermountain  Power  Project.  A  public  meeting  to 
describe  the  findings  of  the  special  inventory  and  to  invite 
public  comment  was  held  in  Ely  on  November  14,  1978,  and  a 
90-day  official  public  comment  period  was  held  from 
November  19,  1978  to  February  16,  1979,  during  which  the 
public  was  invited  to  comment  on  the  findings  of  this  special 
project  inventory.  Meetings  were  also  held  in  Reno  and 
Las  Vegas  during  this  comment  period. 

B.  Summary  of  Analysis  of  Comments  Received: 

No  public  comment  was  received  during  the  official  public 
comment  period  regarding  either  the  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area 
or  review  area  NV-040-089.  One  letter  supporting  wilderness 
designation  was  received  after  the  comment  period  closed. 
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APPENDIX 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


, 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I.  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No.  (area  or  island,  grouping  of  areas  or  islands) :  NV-040-089 

Area/Island  name:  Swamp  Cedar 

District:  Ely  State:  Nevada 

II.  SUMMARY 

A.  Results  of  Wilderness  Characteristics  analysis. 


1. 

Does  the  area  or  island  appear  natural: 

X 

Yes 

No 

2. 

Does  the  area  or  island  offer  outstanding 

oppor- 

Y 

tunities  for  solitude  or  recreation? 

Yes 

A 

No 

3. 

Does  the  area  meet  any  of  the  size  re¬ 
quirements? 

X 

Yes 

No 

4. 

Does  the  area  or  island  have  supplemental 

values? 

X 

Yes 

No 

5. 

Are  additions  to  the  area  needed  for  management 

cons iderat ions  ? 

Yes 

X 

No 

B.  Resulting  Map. 

Attach  a  map  showing  inventory  area,  roads,  rehabilitation  potential  areas, 
management  additions,  and  recommended  boundary  of  W.S.A. 

III.  RECOMMENDATION 

Check  one: 

_  Area  of  island  should  be  approved  as  a  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

X  Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study  and  should  be  released 
from  interim  management  protection. 

_  A  portion  of  the  area(s)  or  islands (s)  should  be  approved  as  a  W.S.A.  for 

further  study  and  reported  to  the  President,  with  the  remainder  released 
from  interim  management  protection  (reference  to  map) . 

IV.  APPROVAL 

A.  District  Manager:  &  hi*-  _ 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
SITUATION  ANALYSIS 


I.  UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 

Area/ Is land  Name:  Swamp  Cedar 

Inventory  Unit  No. :  NV-040-089 

State:  NV  District:  Ely 

II.  UNIT  ANALYSIS 

Describe  the  following  factors  (use  additional  sheets  if  necessary) . 

A.  Ownership:  3840  acres  are  in  5  tracts:  Cleveland  Ranch,  Bastian  Ranch, 

Layton  Spring,  Crystal  Queen  Mine  and  an  additional  ranch  in  the  northeast, 
plus  additional  spring  sites. 

B.  Size  of  unit  or  number  and  size  estimates  of  multiple  units:  Only  the  road¬ 
less  area  around  the  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  is  of  sufficient  size  to  be 
considered. 

C.  Easements:  Major  power  easements  occur  on  all  perimeters  and  through  southern 
section.  Road  easements  form  boundaries.  Material  sites  occur  along  State 
Highways . 

D.  Leases:  Oil  and  gas  leases  exist  throughout  area. 

E.  Mining  Claims:  Dry  Gulch  and  Crystal  Queen  Mine  are  the  only  patented 
claims.  Additional  undocumented  claims  may  occur  near  these. 

F.  Permanent  Improvement:  Private  lands  have  considerable  improvement.  Some 
spring  development  on  Federal  land  occurs. 

G.  Existing  Use:  Livestock  production  is  the  only  use  of  consequence  on 
Federal  lands. 

H.  Human  Activities:  Ranching  and  maintenance  of  permanent  improvements  are 
the  only  activities. 

I.  Land  Treatment/Manipulations:  Agriculture  on  private  land  and  land  movements 
associated  with  mining  exist. 

J.  General  Vegetation  and  Topographic  Features:  Roadless  area  contains  Swamp 
cedar  'Forest'  and  adjacent  sage  and  grass  lands. 

K.  Contiguous  Lands:  No  WSAs  are  adjacent  to  this  review  area. 
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III.  UNIT  EVALUATION 


A.  Could  area  or  island  be  considered  to  not  have  potential  for  wilderness 
study?  Why?  Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  has  some  potential  and  is  an 
instant  study  area.  However,  it  is  not  outstanding  in  either  solitude 
or  primitive  recreation  opportunity. 

B.  Is  area  or  island  of  sufficient  size?  Yes. 

C.  Is  there  any  public  support  for  wilderness  consideration  of  the  area 
or  island  or  any  part?  No. 

IV.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION  (Check  appropriate  block). 

A.  Areas  or  islands  (or  groupings)  are  recommended  for  further 

wilderness  inventory.  _ 

B.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying 

for  further  inventory,  or  as  wilderness  study  areas.  X 

C.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  a  wilderness 

study  area  without  further  wilderness  inventory.  _ 

V.  APPROVAL 


A.  District  Manager: 


B.  State  Director: 


Date : 


Date : 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  ANALYSIS 


I.  CHARACTERISTIC  ANALYSIS 

Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  essential  wilderness  character¬ 
istics  : 

A.  NATURALNESS  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

The  vegetative  screening  provided  by  the  'Swamp  Cedars'  provides  for 
a  general  feeling  of  naturalness  from  within  the  unit  by  blocking  views 
of  nearby  intrusions,  i.e.  powerlines,  mines  and  ranches.  The  actual 
roadless  area,  because  of  its  swampiness,  has  few  man-made  intrusions. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  or  island  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 

primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable?  X  Yes  No 


B.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION 
ANALYSIS 

1.  SOLITUDE  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Some  solitude  is  possible  within  Swamp  Cedars.  Lack  of  topographic 
screening,  limited  size  and  general  openness  of  the  stand  can  only  be 
expected  to  provide  fair  to  good  levels  of  solitude,  but  certainly  not 
outstanding. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude? 

Yes  X  No 


2.  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Recreational  opportunities  are  limited  by  the  difficulty  of  penetrating 
the  area  due  to  swampiness  and  deep  mud. 

1.  Wildlife  observation:  antelope,  birds 

2.  Ecological/Botanical  observation: 

a.  Swamp  Cedar  community 

b.  Astragalus  lentigiuosus  var.  latus  (threatened  -  State  of 
Nevada,  June  8,  1978) 

3.  Limited  hiking/camping 
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Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive 

and  unconfined  type  of  recreation?  Yes  X  No 


C.  SIZE  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Review  area  totals  52,500  acres,  however  only  6400  acres  around  Swamp 
Cedar  Natural  Area  is  large  enough  to  be  considered  roadless.  The 
cadastral  survey  lines  and  roads  which  determine  the  boundaries  show 
little  relationship  to  the  natural  limits  of  the  grove  of  trees  which 
extends  considerably  beyond  the  roadless  unit.  The  unit  is  too  small 
to  be  seriously  considered  for  W.S.A.  status. 

Summary:  1.  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous 

Federal  land  or  is  it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable 
its  preservation  and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition? 

X  Yes  No 


II.  SUPPLEMENTAL  ANALYSIS 

Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  supplemental  wilderness 
attributes . 

A.  SUPPLEMENTAL  FEATURES  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Swamp  Cedar  Natural  Area  offers  a  somewhat  unique  ecosystem.  Also 
Astragalus  lentigiuous  var.  latus  is  present  in  southern  end  of  review 
area  (outside  roadless  area) . 

Historical  Site  Hs2  and  Cultural  Sites  370  §  371  occur  within  review  area. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other 

features  of  scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value? 

X  Yes  No 


B.  MANAGEMENT  ANALYSIS 
Narrative: 

Area  is  not  manageable  as  wilderness  due  to  small  size,  lack  of  natural 
boundaries,  and  limited  wilderness  character. 

Summary:  Is  the  area  sufficient  to  assure  protection  for  an  area's 

wilderness  characteristics,  including  supplemental  values,  with  minimun 
signing,  fencing,  or  other  man-made  controls? 

Yes  X  No 
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AN  AMPLIFICATION  OF  AND  ADDENDUM 
TO  THE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS  ANALYSIS 

Written  31  January  1980 
I.  CHARACTERISTIC  ANALYSIS 

A.  NATURALNESS  ANALYSIS 

Numerous  intrusions  exist  in  review  area  NV-040-089,  including  ten 
documented  roads,  about  26  miles  of  fenceline,  19  miles  of  power  line, 
about  20  undocumented  routes,  about  a  mile  of  pipeline,  and  two  wells. 
The  only  natural  portions  over  5000  acres  are  (1)  the  Designated 
Natural  Area  and  the  surrounding  lands,  and  (2)  an  area  in  the  northern 
end  of  the  review  area. 

B.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE 
RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

1.  SOLITUDE  ANALYSIS 

a.  SI2E:  The  size  of  the  natural  portion  of  the  review  area  which 
includes  the  Designated  Natural  Area  is  insufficient  in  itself 
to  provide  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude.  Other  fac¬ 
tors  which  might  combine  with  the  size  characteristic  to  pro¬ 
vide  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  will  be  considered 
below. 

b.  CONFIGURATION:  The  configuration  of  the  natural  portion  does 
not  detract  from  opportunities  for  solitude. 

c.  TOPOGRAPHIC  SCREENING:  The  review  area  is  located  entirely 
on  the  floor  of  Spring  Valley  and  is  therefore  quite  flat 
with  no  topographic  screening. 

d.  VEGETATIVE  SCREENING:  The  vegetation  in  the  review  area, 
apart  from  the  swamp  cedars,  is  low  brush  and  grasses  which 
afford  very  little  screening.  The  swamp  cedars,  located  in 
the  Designated  Natural  Area,  are  fairly  dense  and  provide 
some  screening,  but  do  not  provide  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude. 

e.  ABILITY  OF  USER  TO  AVOID  OTHERS:  There  is  fairly  good  vege¬ 
tative  screening  provided  by  the  swamp  cedars  in  the  Desig¬ 
nated  Natural  Area,  and  these  provide  some  opportunity  for 
the  solitude  seeker  to  avoid  others,  but  the  absolutely  flat 
topography  and  the  not  inordinately  large  size  of  the  Desig¬ 
nated  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  lands  limit 
the  ability  of  the  user  to  avoid  others. 
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f.  CONCLUSION:  Opportunities  for  solitude  are  fairly  good  in 
the  midst  of  the  swamp  cedars  in  the  Designated  Natural  Area. 
Otherwise,  opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  review  area  are 
poor  because  of  the  flat  terrain  and  the  treeless  vegetative 
cover.  Opportunities  for  solitude  in  the  review  area  are 
not  outstanding. 

2.  UNCONFINED  PRIMITIVE  RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

a.  DIVERSITY  OF  RECREATION:  Nature  study,  hiking,  camping,  and 
photography  are  possible  in  the  review  area;  in  the  Designated 
Natural  Area,  nature  study,  hiking  and  photography  are  possible. 
These  do  not  constitute  an  outstanding  diversity  of  recreation. 

b.  QUALITY  OF  RECREATION:  Camping  in  the  Designated  Natural  Area 
is  made  practically  impossible  by  the  marshy  conditions  there. 
Hiking  opportunities  are  also  very  limited  by  these  marshy 
conditions.  The  swampy  environment  and  the  stand  of  juniper 
provide  an  unusual  ecosystem  for  nature  study,  but  the  eco¬ 
system  is  not  unique  and  there  are  no  rare,  threatened  or 
endangered  species  present,  so  opportunities  for  nature  study 
are  good  but  not  outstanding.  Elsewhere  in  the  review  area, 
hiking  is  possible,  but  because  of  the  general  featurelessness 
of  the  review  area,  is  not  of  an  outstanding  quality.  The 
same  limitation  affects  the  quality  of  photography  and  camping 
outside  of  the  Designated  Natural  Area.  Opportunities  for 
photography  in  the  Designated  Natural  Area  are  better  than 

in  the  review  area  as  a  whole,  but  are  less  than  outstanding 
because  of  the  flat  topography  and  the  lack  of  variation  in 
vegetation. 

c.  CONCLUSION:  Neither  the  diversity  nor  the  quality  of  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  in  review 
area  NV-040-089  is  outstanding. 


Addendum  written  by: 


7--  7-^0 

Date 
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LETTERS  RECEIVED 


- 


' 


Henry  Peck: 

534  Bookwalter 

New  Carlisle,  Ohio,  45344 


January  22,  ±980 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

300  Booth  Street 

Room  3008  Reno,  Nevada,  89509 

Dear  Sirs : 

I  am  writing  in  response  to  a  recent  Nevada  BLM  Wilderness 
Bulletin  I  received  from  you  which  listed  several  wilderness  study 
areas  decisions  had  been  made  about,  concerning  preserving  such  areas 
for  wilderness  status,  and  about  certain  other  areas  about  which 
decisions  have  not  yet  been  made.  I  feel  that  the  following  areas 
should  be  reverted  to  wilderness  status  and  kept  that  way,  though  the 
decision  has  already  been  made  to  the  contrary  about  them:  Swamp 
Cedar  NV-040-180,  Pygmy  Sage  NV-040-99,  Virgin  Mountain  NV-050-0420, 
and  Mountain  Meadow  NV-060-221.  These  areas  should  be  reclassified  as 
wilderness.  The  criteria  for  wilderness  retention  given  in  the 
Interim  Management  Policy  and  Guidelines  for  Lands  Under  Wilderness 
Review  dated  December  12,  1979 3  are  excessively  strict  and  arbitrary, 

particularly  with  reference  to  areas  less  than  5000  acres  and  the 
extent  of  man's  impact  on  these  areas.  The  same  goes  for  the  following 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  about  which  decisions  have  not  yet  been  made: 

Pine  Creek  Canyon  NV-050-0337,  Pinyon- Joshua  Tree  Transision  NV-050-0337 
and  NV-O50-0338A,  Bristlecone  Pine  NV-040-048A,  Goshute  Canyon 
NV-020-617  and  NV-020-622.  Please  make  all  the  above  areas  wilderness 
areas . 

Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


Henry  Peck 


GPO  690-17  3/l!3 
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RECOMMENDATION 


Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area 


I.  Results  of  Review  for  Wilderness  Characteristics: 

Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area,  10,240  acres,  was  evaluated 
along  with  its  contiguous  roadless  area,  inventory  unit 
NV-050-0420.  This  unit  was  determined  to  "clearly  and 
obviously  lack  wilderness  characteristics"  during  the  State¬ 
wide  Initial  Inventory. 

NV-050-0420  -  Sunrise  Mountain 


Area  Description  and  Size:  The  area  (29,475  acres)  consists 
of  a  gently  sloping  bajada  to  the  east,  rising  to  rolling 
hills  and  mountains  to  the  west.  The  vegetation  is  desert 
shrubs  and  grasses.  Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area  is  included 
in  the  unit . 

Naturalness:  A  paved  highway,  numerous  roads,  powerlines, 
communication  sites,  and  various  structures  clearly  leave  the 
unit  in  an  unnatural  condition. 

Outstanding  Opportunities:  The  area  clearly  does  not  offer 
either  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  or  a  primitive 
and  unconfined  recreation. 

Supplemental  Values:  None  are  known,  other  than  the  natural 
area  designation. 

II.  Economic  and  Social  Impacts: 

The  release  of  the  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless 
acreage  from  wilderness  consideration  would  not  change  the 
current  management  of  Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area.  Therefore, 
no  economic  or  social  impacts  are  expected  to  result  from  this 
recommendation . 

III.  Analysis  of  Effects  of  Recommendations: 

The  long  and  short-term  effects  of  releasing  Sunrise  Mountain 
Natural  Area  from  the  interim  management  protection  provided  to 
lands  under  wilderness  review  and  returning  it  to  its  previous 
management  as  a  Natural  Area  would  be  that  all  uses  and  develop¬ 
ments  which  previously  were  compatible  with  that  management  would 
continue  to  be  permitted. 

IV.  Discussion  of  Options  Foregone: 

The  recommendation  of  Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area  as  suitable 
for  wilderness  is  the  only  option  foregone  by  the  adoption  of 
the  present  recommendation.  Because  the  evidence  of  man's  activities 
in  this  area  are  beyond  rehabilitation  by  hand  labor  or  natural 
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means,  the  Natural  Area  does  not  now,  nor  will  it  ever,  meet  the 
naturalness  criteria  for  wilderness  suitability.  Therefore,  the 
adoption  of  the  present  recommendation  will  not  affect  any  options 
considered  in  the  future  for  the  management  of  this  area. 

V.  Recommendation: 

Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless 
acreage  clearly  and  obviously  lack  wilderness  character  and 
should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness  review  process. 


/s/  Frank  Gregg 
Director 


June  27,  1980 
Date 
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STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area 


Clark  County,  Nevada 
Las  Vegas  District 


Previously  Contiguous 

Designated  Area  Lands  (if  any)  Total 


Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 
j^cres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 
Recommended  For  Designation 
Recommended  Against  Designation 

Ownership  in  Study  Area  (11-7-79) 
BLM 

Water  and  Power  Resources 
Private 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10,070 

18,595 

28,665 

0 

560 

560 

170 

80 

250 

29,475 
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Photo  #1  Looking  east  from  inside  the  Natural  Area  toward  surrounding 
land. 


Photo  #2  From  Frenchman  Mountain  looking  southeast  into  valley  border 
ing  Natural  Area. 


Photo  #3  Looking  west  from  Frenchman  Mountain  toward  Las  Vegas. 
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Photo  #4  Looking  northeast  past  Lava  Butte  toward  the  Natural  Area, 


BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation: 

Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area  was  designated  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Classification  of  Public  Lands  for  Multiple-Use 
Management  published  in  the  Federal  Register,  Vol .  35,  No.  187  - 
Friday,  September  25,  1970.  The  area  was  identified  as  having 
unique  geologic,  biologic,  and  esthetic  values. 

II.  Significant  Resource  Data: 

A.  Gypsum  Cave,  located  in  the  northeastern  corner  of  the 
contiguous  roadless  area,  contains  some  of  the  earliest 
evidence  of  man  in  Nevada  and  the  western  United  States. 

B.  A  Threatened  and  Endangered  plant,  Arctomecon  californica 
or  bearpoppy,  is  located  in  the  northeastern  portion  of 
the  contiguous  roadless  area  and  the  eastern  end  of  the 
Natural  Area.  It  typically  prefers  gypsum  soils,  which 
are  common  to  this  area. 

C.  Another  Threatened  and  Endangered  plant.  Agave  utahensis 
var.  eborispina  or  century  plant,  is  believed  to  grow  at 
the  central  western  edge  of  the  Natural  Area. 

III.  Description  of  Report  Area: 

The  Sunrise  Mountain  Natural  Area  is  located  eight  miles  east  of 
Las  Vegas.  A  major  highway  accessing  Lake  Mead  National  Recreation 
Area  runs  through  the  Natural  Area,  and  the  Sunrise  Mountain 
area  is  heavily  used  for  a  variety  of  dispersed  activities. 
Frenchman  Mountain  is  a  widely  recognized  landmark  of  the  Las  Vegas 
area.  A  discussion  of  the  influence  area  of  the  recommendation, 
as  presented  in  the  regional  discussion  of  the  area  in  URA 
Step  4,  is  not  available. 

IV.  Summary  of  Public  Participation: 

A.  This  area  was  evaluated  with  other  units  in  the  Statewide 
Initial  Wilderness  Inventory.  During  the  90-day  public 
comment  period,  which  began  on  May  1,  1979,  and  concluded 
July  30,  news  releases  and  a  Federal  Register  Notice  were 
used  to  inform  the  various  publics  of  the  review  period,  the 
opportunity  for  comment,  and  locations  of  meetings.  The 
story  was  carried  widely  in  Southern  Nevada  newspapers. 

Several  local  radio  stations  and  one  TV  station  covered  the 
comment  period.  Both  the  Lincoln  and  Esmeralda  County 
Commissions  as  well  as  the  Lincoln  County  Conservation 
District  Board  were  briefed.  Several  local  organizations 
such  as  Southern  Nevada  Conservation  Council,  Nevada  Public 
Land  Users  Association,  and  the  Sierra  Club  were  briefed. 
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An  open  house  was  conducted  at  the  Las  Vegas  District 
Office  relating  to  the  District  recommendations,  and 
Statewide  summary  meetings  were  also  conducted  in 
Las  Vegas,  Reno,  Battle  Mountain  and  Ely. 

B.  The  only  comment  received  on  this  area  noted  that  resource 
values  other  than  wilderness  are  significant  in  the  area. 
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APPENDIX 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
SITUATION  EVALUATION 

I.  WILDERNESS  UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 

Area/Island  Name  (if  available) :  Sunrise  Mountain 

Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-050-0420 

State:  Nevada _ District:  Las  Vegas 

II.  UNIT  ANALYSIS 

Describe  the  following  applicable  factors  in  a  concise  narrative;  use 
additional  sheets  if  necessary;  supplement  with  photographs. 

A.  Ownership:  Entirely  Federal  Government. 

B.  Size  of  Unit  or  Number  and  Size  Estimates  of  Multiple  Units: 

One  unit  of  28,861  acres. 

C.  Easements:  Numerous  power line  and  highway  easements,  communication 

sites . 

D.  Leases:  Unknown. 

E.  Mining  Claims:  82  Lode  claims,  7,140  acres  of  placer  claims. 

F.  Permanent  Improvements:  Paved  highway,  numerous  roads,  powerlines, 

communication  sites,  structures. 

G.  Existing  Uses:  General. 

H.  Human  Activity;  General  Recreation. 

I.  Land  Treatment/Manipulations:  None  known. 

J.  General  Vegetation  and  Topographic  Features:  The  general  vegetation 

and  topography  of  the  area  consists  of  low  growing  desert  shrubs 
and  grasses  growing  on  a  gentle  sloping  bajada  along  the  east  half 
of  the  unit  with  rolling  hills  and  mountains  along  the  western  half. 

K.  Contiguous  Lands:  Contiguous  to  Nellis  Air  Force  Base  on  the  north; 

and  to  Lake  Mead  NRA  on  the  southeast. 

III.  UNIT  EVALUATION 

A.  Select  one  of  the  following: 

!~J  i.  The  area  appears  to  have  potential  for  further  wilderness  consideration. 

/X7  2.  The  area  obviously  and  clearly  does  not  have  potential 
for  wilderness. 
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Explain  your  rationale  for  selection:  Naturalness  has  been 
greatly  diminished  by  the  intrusions  that  are  found  within 
the  unit.  Therefore,  the  area  should  be  removed  from  the 
inventory  process. 

B.  Is  Area  or  Island  of  Sufficient  Size:  Yes. 

C.  Is  There  Enough  Public  Support  for  Intensive  Wilderness  Inventory 

of  the  Area  or  Island  or  Any  Part:  Unknown. 

IV.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION 

A.  Check  Appropriate  Block: 

/  /  1.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  for  intensive 
wilderness  inventory. 

/ X/  2.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying 
for  further  inventory  and  should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness 
review  process. 


3 

DATE 


V.  APPROVAL 


Acting  District  Manager'HLnitials 


DATE 
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LETTERS  RECEIVED 


INITIAL  INVENTORY 
PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


NEVADA  BLM  INITIAL 
WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


Name 


Address  han 


Representing  any  GroupCpf,£>gni3  f^rfsL^t'pn  o“f  &>  «vi  <3nd  M.’neRa/  S>c/Vf»>s 

"Rj b I *cl  Lands  Add J  SO Gy  Com m  I'He e 
*R^no  <3rvc|  Wir vefcal  Society 

For  the  purposes  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Roadlessness: 

"The  word  'roadless'  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  15nd. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are 
of  unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 


3)  Naturalness: 

"...generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable. " 


4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
■Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics? 


Why  or  why  not?  Please  be  specific  and  address  the  presence  or  absence  of 
the  characteristics  outlined  above.  The  back  of  this  sheet  lists  those 
characteristics  with  room  for  your  comments.  If  you  need  to  point  out  a 
particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  maps  are  available  for  all 
public  land  areas  in  the  state. 

y^’^'f'3. X/S is  of  S7.Xp.S 

'am  Mt'nzs  Itsecf  Koonc/j  . 

^e,ckl\oonc('M  e-^c-fs  ACfiiutialnass-  S V/e*  anj 

*1<ne5  in.  7?ec/  <3*e  MusncJ  IWenfo 

(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET)  'D  '  I 
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SIZE: 


NATURALNESS 


\  Severally  appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature  with  the  imprint  of 
man  s  work  substantially  unnoticeable  ..."  y 


You  can  help  by  telling  us  the  location  on  a  map  and  the  size  of 
structures)  associated  with  uses  such  as: 


Wilderness  Act  —  1964 
manmade  improvements  (physical 


Reservoirs 

^ab‘ns  Check  Dams 

Fences  Building 

and  improvements  associated  with  existing  uses,  such  as: 

Leases,  when  surface  disturbance  has  occurred  or  is  occurring 
(••©-,  grazing,  oil  and  gas,  geothermal,  coal,  etc.) 

Rights-Of-Way 

(i.e.,  railroads,  ditches,  powerlines,  pipelines,  telephones) 
Vegetative  manipulations,  such  as: 


Towers 

Other 


Reseeding 

Spraying 

Chaining 

Other  existing  uses  such  as: 

Christmas  Tree  Cutting 
Livestock  Operations 


Range  Improvements 

Watershed  (planting  grass,  soil  stabilization) 
Other 


Rockhounding  ORV 

Other 


If  ygu  think  the  area  lacks  naturalness,  but  otherwise  contains  wilderness 
characteristics,  it  may  be  considered  for  further  study  when  it  is  reasonable 
to  expect  the  imprint  of  man's  work  to  return  or  be  returned  to  a  substantially 
unnoticeable  level  either  by  natural  processes  or  by  hand  labor.  Lands  where 
imprints  of  man's  work  require  artificial  rehabilitation  by  use  of  power 
machinery  to  return  them  to  a  natural  condition,  except  litter  collection  and 
removal,  will  not  be  considered  as  meeting  the  wilderness  characteristics 
criteria. 


Does  this  area,  in  your  opinion,  fit  this  description?  Please  explain  why. 

/f/e? 


Why  and  how  do  you  think  it  can  be  rehabilitated? 


/Ho  1*1 '/pie.  use- 
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RECOMMENDATION 


Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area 


I.  Results  of  Review  for  Wilderness  Characteristics: 

Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area,  6,560  acres,  was  evaluated 
along  with  its  contiguous  roadless  area,  inventory  units 
NV-050-0222  and  AZ-1-121.  These  units  were  found  to  lack 
wilderness  character  during  the  Over thrust  Belt  Accelerated 
Inventory. 

NV-050-0222/AZ-1-121  -  Virgin  Peak/Hec’s  Hole 

Area  Description  and  Size:  The  unit  contains  a  large  portion 
of  the  Virgin  Mountains  in  both  Nevada  and  Arizona.  The  Virgin 
Mountain  Natural  Area,  6,560  acres,  is  at  the  northwestern 
edge  of  this  unit,  but  lies  completely  within  Nevada.  The 
total  roadless  acreage  was  determined  to  be  49,820  acres. 

Naturalness:  This  area  has  been  extensively  impacted  by  roads, 
ways,  range  improvements,  buildings,  and  mines.  The  Bunkerville 
Mining  District  impacts  the  Natural  Area  itself.  These  intrusions 
are  numerous  and  spread  throughout  the  unit.  The  imprint  of  man’s 
work  has  left  no  natural  area. 

Outstanding  Opportunities:  (1)  Solitude  -  Rugged  topographic 
relief  and  dense  vegetation  provide  excellent  availability  of 
secluded  spots  and  an  outstanding  opportunity  for  solitude. 

(2)  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation  -  The  wide  variety  of 
topography  and  vegetation  provide  outstanding  opportunities  for 
several  primitive  recreational  activities. 

Supplemental  Values  -  The  area  contains  archaeological,  geological, 
botanical,  historical  and  scenic  supplemental  values. 

Rehabilitation  -  The  impacts  in  this  area  are  too  major  to  be 
rehabilitated  by  hand  or  natural  means. 

II.  Economic  and  Social  Impacts: 

The  release  of  the  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  acreage 
from  wilderness  consideration  would  not  change  the  current  manage¬ 
ment  of  Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area.  Therefore,  no  economic  or 
social  impacts  are  expected  to  result  from  this  recommendation. 

III.  Analysis  of  Long  and  Short-Term  Effects: 

The  long  and  short-term  effects  of  releasing  Virgin  Mountain 
Natural  Area  from  the  interim  management  protection  provided  to 
lands  under  wilderness  review  and  returning  it  to  its  previous 
management  as  a  Natural  Area  would  be  that  all  users  and  develop¬ 
ments  which  previously  were  compatible  with  that  management  would 
continue  to  be  permitted. 


-1- 


IV. 


VI 


Discussion  of  Options  Foregone! 


The  recommendation  of  Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area  as  suit- 
able  for  wilderness  is  the  only  option  foregone  by  tne 
adoption  of  the  present  recommendation.  Because  the  evidenc^ 
of  man's  activities  in  this  area  are  beyond  rehabilitation  by 
hand  labor  or  natural  means,  the  Natural  Area  does  not  now, 
nor  will  it  ever,  meet  the  naturalness  criteria  for  wilder¬ 
ness  suitability.  Therefore,  the  adoption  of  the  present 
recommendation  will  not  affect  any  options  considered  m  the 
future  for  the  management  of  this  area. 


V.  Recommendation: 

Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless 
acreage  lacks  wilderness  character  and  should  be  dropped 
from  further  wilderness  consideration. 


MAR  7  -ggg 

Date 


/s/  Frank  Gregg 


June  27,  1980 

Date 


Director 
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STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area 

Clark  County,  Nevada 
Mohave  County,  Arizona 

Las  Vegas  District 
Arizona  Strip  District 


Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 
Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 
Recommended  For  Designation 
Recommended  Against  Designation 


Previously 
Designated  Area 


0 


0 

0 


Contiguous 
Lands  (if  any) 


0 


0 

0 


Total 


0 


0 

0 


Ownership  in  Study  Area  (8-1-75) 


BLM 


Private 


6,560 


0 


43,260 

0 


49,820 

0 


49,820 
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Photo  #1  Looking  northeast  into  Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area 


Photo  #3  View  of  type  of  trees  present  in  the  Natural  Area. 


Photo  #4  Looking  southwest  into  the  Natural  Area 


Photo  #5  Looking  west  toward  the  Virgin  Peak  Ridge. 


Photo  #6  Looking  east  toward  the  South  Virgin  Peak  Range. 


BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation: 

Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area  was  designated  in  the  Notice  of 

Proposed  Classification  of  Public  Lands  for  Multiple  Use 

Management  published  in  the  Federal  Register,  Vol.  35,  No. 

187-Friday,  September  25,  1970,  The  area  was  designated  to 

protect  unusual  flora  and  fauna  that  can  be  found  nowhere  else 

in  southern  Nevada, 

II.  Significant  Resource  Data: 

A.  The  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  area  have 
archaeological  values,  including  shelter  caves,  petro- 
glyphs,  and  agave  roasting  pits. 

B.  The  scenic  quality  of  the  Virgin  Mountains  is  excellent. 

There  are  pinyon/ juniper  forests,  exposed  sandstone  for¬ 
mations,  and  rugged  topography.  The  panorama  from  the 
top  of  Virgin  Peak  Ridge  provides  a  magnificent  view  of 
the  outlying  deserts  and  mountains, 

C.  Several  botanic  values  have  been  identified  in  this  area. 
There  is  a  small  stand  of  Douglas- fir  in  the  Virgin 
Mountain  Natural  Area,  unique  for  its  location  as  the 
southernmost  extension  in  Nevada  and  the  only  occurrence 
in  Clark  County,  and  also  for  the  large  size  of  several 
of  the  individual  trees.  Small  isolated  stands  of  white 
fir  and  ponderosa  pine  occur  in  the  area,  and  the  only 
pocket  of  Arizona  cypress  known  to  exist  in  Nevada  is 
also  in  the  Natural  Area.  This  portion  of  the  Virgin 
Mountains  is  recognized  as  unique  and  of  scientific  in¬ 
terest  because  three  desert  life  zones  overlap  here: 

the  Great  Basin,  Mohave,  and  Sonoran. 

D.  The  mining  area  to  the  northwest  of  the  roadless  unit  and 
the  northern  edge  of  the  Natural  Area  contains  several  old 
sites  of  historic  interest  and  value. 

E.  Desert  bighorn  sheep  (Ovis  canadensis  nelsoni)  were  recently 
reintroduced  into  the  Virgin  Mountain  Range  of  Clark  County, 
Nevada,  in  an  attempt  to  increase  the  distribution  and  abun¬ 
dance  of  the  species  in  the  State.  The  Virgin  Mountains 
historically  supported  a  relatively  large  resident  population 
of  desert  bighorn  sheep  that  were  thought  to  have  been  ex¬ 
tirpated  during  the  1930's,  possibly  due  to  over-hunting, 
competition,  or  disease. 
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III.  Description  of  Report  Area: 

The  Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area  is  located  along  the  Nevada/ 
Arizona  State  boundary.  It  is  approximately  85  miles  from 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada  and  approximately  40  miles  from  St.  George, 

Utah.  Information  on  the  influence  area  of  this  recommendation, 
as  presented  in  the  regional  discussion  of  the  area  in  URA  Step 
4,  is  not  available. 

IV.  Summary  of  Public  Participation: 

A.  Description  of  the  Process:  Overthrust  Belt  Accelerated 
Inventory 

1.  Las  Vegas  District,  Nevada: 

The  Overthrust  Belt  is  a  high  area  of  interest  for 
oil  and  gas  exploration.  Forty-five  areas  were  inven¬ 
toried  for  wilderness  values  within  this  zone  in  Nevada. 
Virgin  Peak  Natural  Area  was  one  of  these  areas.  The 
public  comment  period  began  on  July  25,  1979  and  ended 
on  October  23,  1979, 

During  the  90-day  public  comment  period  a  news  release 
and  Federal  Register  notice  were  used  to  inform  the 
various  publics  of  the  review  period,  the  opportunity 
for  comment,  and  locations  of  meetings.  The  story  was 
carried  widely  in  Southern  Nevada  newspapers.  Several 
local  radio  stations  and  one  TV  station  covered  the 
comment  period.  Both  the  Lincoln  and  Esmeralda  County 
Commissions  as  well  as  the  Lincoln  County  Conservation 
District  Board  were  briefed.  Several  local  organiza¬ 
tions  such  as  Southern  Nevada  Conservation  Council, 

Nevada  Public  Land  Users  Assoc.,  and  the  Sierra  Club 
were  briefed.  An  open  house  was  conducted  at  the  Las 
Vegas  District  Office  as  well  as  in  the  Moapa  Valley 
Community  Center  and  the  Caliente  BLM  office. 

2.  Arizona  Strip  District,  Arizona: 

A  newsletter  announcing  the  Overthrust  Belt  Accelerated 
Inventory,  summarizing  recommendations  on  21  units,  and 
inviting  public  participation  at  five  open  houses  or  by 
mail  was  sent  to  a  selected  mailing  list.  Newspaper  and 
radio  spots  also  brought  the  Inventory  to  public  attention. 
The  five  open  houses  were  held  in  early  October. 

B.  Summary  of  Analysis  of  Comments: 

Comments  cited  roads,  mines,  rock-hounding  areas,  and  the 
mining  district  as  detracting  from  naturalness  and  preventing 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation. 
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Concern  was  expressed  that  further  study  of  the  area 
would  conflict  with  potential  mineral  resource  values  by 
restricting  exploration,  development,  and  expansion.  The 
resulting  fuel  shortage  would  discourage  travel  and  tourism. 

Comments  supported  wilderness  consideration  of  the  unit 
because  it  contains  the  Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area,  unique 
and  diverse  vegetation  and  topography,  and  because  excess¬ 
ively  strict  criteria  were  used  for  wilderness  evaluation. 

C.  Response: 

Although  comments  were  received  supporting  both  the  presence 
and  absence  of  wilderness  characteristics  in  this  area,  the 
BLM  believes  that  both  the  Virgin  Mountain  Natural  Area  and 
its  contiguous  roadless  acreage,  units  NV-050-0222  and  AZ- 
1-121,  clearly  lack  wilderness  character.  Evidence  of  man  s 
activities  in  the  area  are  substantially  noticeable  and 
should  be  dropped  from  further  wilderness  consideration. 
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APPENDIX 


WI LDERNESS  INVENTORY 


. 


OVERTHRUST  BELT 
SPECIAL  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 

NV-050-0222 

Virgin  Peak 


Las  Vegas  District 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I .  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No:  NV-050-0222 _ 

Area/ Island  Name:  Virgin  Peak _ _ _ _ 

District:  Las  Vegas  State:  Nevada 

II.  SUMMARY: 

A.  Results  of  wilderness  characteristics  analysis: 

1.  Does  the  area  or  island  appear  to  be  natural? 

2.  Does  the  area  or  island  offer  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  or  a  primitive 
and  unconfined  type  recreation? 

3.  Does  the  area  meet  any  of  the  size 
requirements? 

4.  Does  the  area  or  island  have  supplemental 
values? 

B.  Resulting  map. 

Attach  a  map  showing  inventory  unit,  roads,  area  with  possibility 
of  returning  to  a  natural  state,  recommended  boundary  of 
wilderness  study  area  (WSA) . 

III.  RECOMMENDATION 
Check  one: 

_ Area  or  island  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA. 

X  Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study. 

_ A  portion  of  the  area(s)  or  is land (s)  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA 

for  further  study  and  reported  to  the  President.  The 
restrictions  imposed  by  Section  603  will  no  longer  apply 
(Reference  to  map)  on  the  remainder  of  the  area. 

IV.  APPROVAL 
A.  District  Manager: 


Date : 


B.  State  Director: 


Date : 


Jes  _x_ 

_  No 

X 

Jes  _ 

_  No 

X 

Yes 

No 

X 

Yes 

No 
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WILDERNESS  INTENSIVE  INVENTORY 


UNIT  NO.  NV-050-0222 
NAME  OF  AREA  Virgin  Peak 


Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  essential  wilderness 
characteristics  (for  guidance  see  text  in  the  Wilderness  Inventory 
Handbook) : 

1.  SIZE 


Narrative: 


The  unit  is  located  south  and  a  little  east  of  Bunkerville  in  the  Gold 
Butte  area,  and  contains  29,775  acres  of  public  land.  Its  northern 
boundary  is  the  Cabin  Canyon  Road  for  mining  access.  To  the  west  the 
boundary  is  the  New  Gold  Butte  Road,  and  to  the  south,  it  is  the  Whitney 
Ranch  Road.  The  unit  is  adjacent  all  along  its  eastern  boundary  to  the 
Nevada/ Arizona  border.  It  is  contiguous  to  Arizona  Strip  District  inven¬ 
tory  unit  AZ-010-121,  Hec's  Hole,  20,045  acres.  The  unit  also  contains 
the  Virgin  Peak  Instant  Study  Area  in  the  northcentral  portion,  consisting 
of  6,560  acres. 


Summary:  1.  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous  land  and 

is  it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its  preservation 
and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition?  Yes. 

2.  NATURALNESS 


Narrative : 


There  are  several  areas  of  major  disturbances  showing  extensive  mining  scars 
and  many  roads,  ways,  and  trails.  The  remainder  of  the  area  shows  numer¬ 
ous  range  improvements  especially  along  the  southeast  and  north,  with  many 
associated  roads  and  ways.  A  major  road  enters  the  unit  from  the  south 
and  cuts  the  area  almost  in  two.  This  road  has  a  corral,  out  buildings,  a 
windmill,  and  several  water  troughs  and  tanks  found  along  its  entire  length. 
A  maintained  road  is  found  along  the  southwest  corner  of  the  unit.  It  runs 
in  a  northerly  direction  for  several  miles  and  then  heads  out  to  the  west 
and  back  into  the  Gold  Butte  road.  A  cement  water  check  dam  can  be  found 
on  the  southern  edge  of  the  unit.  The  majority  of  these  intrusions  found 
throughout  the  unit  tend  to  dominate  the  rest  of  the  unit,  though  there  are 
some  natural  areas  remaining. 

The  Arizona  portion  of  the  unit  (Hec's  Hole)  also  appears  to  be  in  an 
unnatural  condition.  The  Arizona  Strip  District  has  been  contacted  and 
a  joint  field  trip  was  conducted  in  early  June.  The  final  report  on  Hec's 
Hole  will  appear  in  the  Arizona  Intensive  Inventory  printout  released  in 
the  spring  of  1980. 
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The  Virgin  Peak  Natural  Area  is  located  in  the  northeast  portion  of 
the  unit.  It  contains  6,560  acres.  The  area  does  not  appear  natural 
due  to  mining  related  activity,  access  roads,  ways,  and  trails,  and 
extensive  range  improvements  in  the  form  of  cattle  guards,  earthen 
dams,  pipelines,  and  water  troughs.  These  intrusions  tend  to  dominate 
the  entire  area.  Although  this  area  appears  to  lack  wilderness  character, 
it  should  be  looked  at  as  a  possible  A.C.E.C.  (Area  of  Critical  Environ¬ 
mental  Concern) . 

Summary:  Does  the  area  or  island  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 

primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work 
substantially  unnoticeable?  No. 

3.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED 
RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

A.  SOLITUDE 

Narrative : 

The  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  provides  direction  for  which 
factors  need  to  be  evaluated  to  determine  if  an  outstanding 
opportunity  for  solitude  exists.  "Factors  or  elements  influencing 
solitude  may  include  size,  natural  screening,  and  ability  of  the 
user  to  find  a  secluded  spot.  It  is  the  combination  of  these  and 
similiar  elements  upon  which  an  overall  solitude  determination  will 
be  made. " 

Size  -  The  unit  contains  29,775  acres.  The  northern  portion  of  the 
unit  is  in  the  shape  of  a  long  narrow  arm,  not  wider  than  3  miles. 

This  area  is  also  unnatural.  The  area  to  the  west  of  the  Virgin 
Peak  Natural  Area  does  offer  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude. 

Natural  Screening  -  The  area  offers  a  wide  variety  of  vegetation. 

Some  of  these  species  are:  creosote.  Black  brush.  Yucca  species. 

Oak  species,  Manzanita,  Pinyon/ juniper ,  Ponderosa,  White  fir,  Arizona 
cypress,  and  Douglas  fir.  The  tree  species  are  primarily  found  in  the 
washes  or  high  on  the  ridge  tops.  Areas  within  the  unit  do  offer  out¬ 
standing  opportunities  for  solitude. 

The  topography  varies  from  gentle  sloping  bajadas,  around  the  base  of 
a  large  mountain  peak,  to  steep  canyon  walls,  ridges,  and  jagged  rock 
outcrops  at  the  highest  elevations.  These  characteristics  offer  areas 
of  Outstanding  screening  properties.  The  remainder  of  the  unit  makes 
it  difficult  to  escape  the  sites  and  sounds  of  users  on  the  boundary 
and  interior  roads,  the  mining  areas  and  the  stock  developments. 

Ability  of  the  User  to  Find  a  Secluded  Spot  -  The  topography  and  vege¬ 
tation  do  offer  areas  for  one  to  find  a  secluded  spot.  This  would  be 
possible  in  the  Virgin  Peak  Area  and  to  the  west  along  a  narrow  canyon. 

Conclusion  -  The  natural  screening  in  the  unit  is  sufficient  to  provide 
several  limited  areas  of  seclusion. 
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Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude?  Yes. 

B.  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION 
Narrative: 

1.  Recreational  Opportunities  Available: 

i a.  Hiking 

b.  Backpacking 

c. ‘  Horseback  Riding 

d.  Hunting 

e.  Nature  Studies 

f.  Camping 

g.  Sightseeing 

2.  Quality  of  Recreational  Opportunities:  The  area  could  provide 
enjoyable  experiences  in  all  available  opportunities.  The  oppor¬ 
tunities  could  be  termed  outstanding  for  portions  of  the  unit. 

3.  Conclusion:  There  are  a  number  of  recreational  activities  available 
which  do  offer  outstanding  quality. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation?  Yes. 

4.  SUPPLEMENTAL  VALUES 
Narrative : 

The  area  contains  signs  of  early  man  in  the  form  of  lithic  scatter,  shelter 
caves,  petroglyphs,  and  campsites.  In  addition  to  the  archaeological  values, 
the  area  also  contains  geological,  botanical,  and  historical  values. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features  of 
scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value?  Yes. 

5.  POSSIBILITY  OF  CERTAIN  AREAS  RETURNING  TO  A  NATURAL  CONDITION 
Narrative : 

The  mining  areas  in  the  north  and  eastern  portions  of  the  unit  are  far 
beyond  natural  or  hand  rehabilitation.  Some  of  the  range  improvements 
could  be  removed  without  too  much  difficulty,  but  the  roads  would  not  be 
rehabilitated  easily. 

Summary:  If  the  area  or  island  were  to  become  a  wilderness  area,  could  the 
imprint  of  man’s  work  be  reduced  by  either  natural  processes  or  by 
hand  to  a  level  judged  to  be  substantially  unnoticeable?  No. 
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SIGNATURE  SHEET 


Inventory  Unit  No:  NV-050-0222 
Unit  Name:  Virgin  Peak _ 


I.  FIELD  INVENTORY 


II. 


Crew:  James  P.  Dunn 

Marta  L.  Witt 

Joseph  B.  Smith 

Frank  S.  Santana 
Name 

REPORT  -  1st  Draft 
Size  Analysis 
Naturalness 
Solitude 
Recreation 

Supplemental  Features 
Rehabilitation 


III.  REVIEW 


District  Wilderness  Specialist 


James  P.  Dunn 
Name 


Dati 
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OVERTHRUST  BELT 
SPECIAL  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


AZ- 1-121 
Hec’s  Hole 


Arizona  Strip  District 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I .  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No.  (areas  or  island,  grouping  of  areas  or  islands): 

1-121 


Axeas/Island  Name:  _  Hecs  Hole 


District':  Arizona  Strip  State:  Arizona 


II.  SUMMARY 

A.  Results  of  wilderness  characteristics  analysis. 


1. 

Does  the  area 

or  island  appear  to  be  natural? 

yes 

no 

2. 

Does  the  area 

or  island  offer  outstanding 

opportunities 

for  solitude  or  a  primitive 

X 

and  unconfined  type  recreation? 

yes 

no 

3. 

Does  the  area 
requirements? 

meet  any  of  the  size 

'  X 

yes 

no 

A. 

Does  the  area 
values? 

or  island  have  any  supplemental 

X 

yes 

no 

B.  Resulting  map 

Attach  a  map  showing  inventory  unit,  roads,  area  with  possibility  of 
returning  to  a  natural  state,  recommended  boundary  of  wilderness  study 
area  (WSA) . 


III.  RECOMMENDATION 
Check  one 


Area  or  island  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA. 

Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study. 


A  portion  of  the  area(s)  or  island (s)  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA 
for  further  study  and  reported  to  the  President.  The  restrictions 
imposed  by  Section  603  will  no  longer  apply  (reference  to  map)  on 
the  remainder  of  the  area. 


IV.  APPROVAL 

A.  District  Manager: 

Date : 

B.  State  Director: 

Date : 


9-  *6>  -  79 
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WILDERNESS  INTENSIVE  INVENTORY 


UNIT  NO.  _ 1-121'  _ ___ 

NAME  OF  AREA  Hecs  Hole _ 

Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  essential  wilderness  characteristics 
(for  guidance  see  text  in  the  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook)  : 

1.  SIZE 

Narrative 


Hecs  Hole  contains  20,045  acres  of  Bureau  of  Land  Management  land.  No 
state  or  patented  lands  are  present.  This  unit  is  contiguous  with  the 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  BLM  District,  Virgin  Peak  Inventory  Unit  (No.  NV-050-0222) . 
This  Virgin  Peak  unit  is  29,775  acres  and  contains  the  Virgin  Mountain 
Natural  Area.  The  Las  Vegas  District  has  recommended  in  their  intensive 
inventory  that  the  Virgin  Peak  Inventory  Unit  be  dropped  from  further 
wilderness  consideration.  Because  of  this  recommendation,  Nevada  BLM 
lands  contiguous  to  the  Hecs  Hole  unit  will  not  be  considered  in  this 
report. 

The  Arizona  Strip  District  intensive  inventory  review  located  three  addi¬ 
tional  roads  that  divide  the  Hecs  Hole  unit  into  four  separate  segments 
(see  map).  The  acreages  of  these  segments  are  as  follows: 

1.  2,591 

2.  3,867 

3.  12,802 

4.  785 

Both  the  size  and  location  of  the  boundaries  makes  the  12,8'02  acre  segment 
a  potential  area  for  wilderness  preservation.  The  other  three  segments 
lack  the  necessary  5,000  acres. 


Summary:  1.  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous  land  and 

is  it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its  preservation 
and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition? 


NO 


(circle  one) 


Does  the  island  have  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its 
preservation  and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition? 


SIGNATURE: 


YES 


NO 


(circle  one) 


0  \^/ 


DATE: 


7  -  fO  -  09 


(Who  did  analysis  and  when) 
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UNIT  NO.  1-121 


2.  NATURALNESS 
Narrative 

This  unit  has  not  been  left  untrammeled  by  man  and  his  activities.  There 
are  many  intrusions  into  the  unit.  These  intrusions  include  livestock 
facilities,  developed  springs,  pipelines,  and  miles  of  roads  and  trails. 
Since  these  intrusions  are  numerous  and  spread  throughout  the  unit,  they 
represent  a  significant  and  noticeable  impact  upon  the  unit.  The  unit 
cannot  be  considered  to  be  in  a  pristine  condition.  The  intrusions  are 
listed  below  and  are  identified  on  this  unit's  map. 

Intrusions 


A.  Road,  pipeline,  spring,  and'  4-wheel  drive  trails  in  T.  38  N.,  R.  16  W.  , 
Sections  17,  20,  and  29.  The  road  and  pipeline  begin  on  the  unit's 
northern  boundary.  Lime  Kiln  Road,  approximately  3/4  mile  from  the 
Nevada  State  line.  The  road  and  pipeline  run  south  for  approximately 

3  miles  to  Middle  Spring.  There  is  one  4-wheel  drive  trail  that  runs 
into  Nevada  and  one  trail  that  runs  south  of  the  spring. 

B.  Spring,  pipeline,  and  tank  in  T.  38  N.,  R.  16  W.  ,  Sections  28,  27,  21, 
and  16.  The  spring,  tank,  and  pipeline  are  alongside  of  the  Lime  Kiln 
Road.  The  pipeline  runs  for  approximately  2  miles. 

C.  Old  mining  trails  and  mine  shafts  in  T.  28  N.,  R.  16  W. ,  Sec.  28. 

There  are  several  old  trails  that  depart  from  the  main  boundary  road. 

D.  Pipeline,  tank,  and  four-wheel  drive  trail  in  T.  38  N.,  R.  16  W., 

Sec.  33.  A  two  and  one-half  mile  trail  winds  into  T.  37  N. ,  R.  16  W.  , 
Sec.  4,  NWNW,  Sec.  5,  SE,  and  Sec.  8,  NE.  This  trail  connects  with 
the  road  described  in  G. 

E.  Dirt  tanks,  road,  and  four-wheel  drive  trails  in  T.  37  N.,  R.  16  W.  , 
Sections  10,  11,  12,  14,  and  15.  The  road  intersects  the  main  boundary 
road  and  runs  west  for  approximately  lh  miles  to  the  Red  Pockets  tanks. 
A  four-wheel  drive  trail  extends  south  past  the  tanks  to  a  road  leading 
to  Hecs  Hole  spring. 

F.  Four-wheel  drive  trail  in  T.  37  N. ,  R.  16  W. ,  Sections  12,  13,  and  23. 

G.  Spring,  corral,  pipeline,  road,  and  four-wheel  drive  trail  in  T.  37  N.  , 
R.  16  W. ,  Sections  27,  26,  22,  15,  16,  and  9.  The  road  begins  in 

Sec.  26  and  continues  west  1  mile  and  then  north  3  miles  to  Hecs  Hole 
spring  and  corral.  The  pipeline  is  located  at  the  spring. 

H.  Road,  springs,  corral,  and  abandoned  shack  in  T.  37  N. ,  R.  16  W.  , 
Sections  34  and  27.  The  one  mile  long  road  begins  at  white  saddle 
spring  (Sec.  34,  NWNE)  and  ends  in  Sec.  27,  NWNW. 


Summary:  Does  the  area  or  island  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 

primarily  by  tne  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's  work 
substantially  unnoticeable? 

YES  (NO)  (circle  one) 


SIGNATURE: 


ILL 


DATE; 


✓  / 


-  i  -  o 
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1-121 


UNIT  NO. 


2.  NATURALNESS 

Narrative  (Continued) 


I.  Red  Rock  Spring  in  T.  36  N.,  R.  16  W. ,  Section  5,  SEk  NEk. 

J.  Administrative  site  in  T.  36  N. ,  R.  16  W. ,  Section  7.  The  administrative 
site  is  a  small  one-room  building  used  for  temporary  quarters  and  as  a 
fare  lookout.  The  building  is  approximately  .2  miles  west  of  the 
boundary  road. 


K.  Road,  corral,  spring,  and  trail  in  T.  37  N. ,  R.  16  W.,  Sections  33  and 

29.  The  road  begins  in  Section  4,  T.  36  N. ,  R.  16  W. ,  and  runs  northwest 
for  approximately  2h  miles  to  North  Water  Spring.  The  corral  is  located 
at  the  spring.  The  trail  is  3/4  miles  long  and  is  located  in  T.  37  N., 

R.  16  W. ,  Sec.  32  and  33. 


L. 


Road,  corral,  2 
20,  21,  and  28. 
T.  37  N.,  R.  16 
catchment  in  T. 


catchments,  and  spring  in  T.  37  N. ,  R.  16  W.  ,  Sec.  17, 
This  three  mile  long  road  begins  at  a  catchment  in 
W. ,  Sec.  28,  NENE,  and  ends  at  a  corral,  spring,  and 
37  N.,  R.  16  W.,  Sec.  17,  NWSW. 
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UNIT  NO.  1-121 


3.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED 
RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

A.  SOLITUDE 

Narrative 

The  12,802  acre  north  segment  of  this  unit  provides  aa.  outstanding 
opportunity  to  avoid  the  sights,  sounds,  and  evidence  of  other  people. 

This  opportunity  for  solitude  is  a  result  of  unit  size  and  natural 
screening. 

The  19  square  mile  north  segment  of  this  unit  is  8^  miles  long  and  4^  miles 
wide.  This  large  unit  size  allows  for  the  necessary  dispersal  of  visitors 
to  achieve  an  overall  outstanding  potential  for  solitude. 

This  north  segment  also  contains  the  necessary  amounts  of  natural 
screening  to  allow  for  seclusion  and  solitude.  This  natural  screening 
is  a  function  of  rugged  topography  and  dense  vegetation. 

The  topography  of  this  segment  consists  of  the  east  slope  of  the  Virgin 
Mountains.  The  overall  vertical  relief  is  3,558  feet.  Six  distinct 
ridge  systems  and  five  canyons  combine  with  large  rock  outcrops,  boulders, 
rolling  hills,  and  arroyos  to  provide  the  necessary  screening  for 
outstanding  solitude. 

Outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  are  further  enhanced  by  vegetative 
screening.  The  majority  of  this  segment  is  covered  by  pinyon-juniper 
stands.  These  stands  have  the  height  and  density  to  provide  for  outstanding 
solitude  and  seclusion.  A  few  open  areas  do  exist  on  the  eastern  edge 
of  the  unit  but  their  small  sizes  do  not  significantly  detract  from  an 
overall  excellent  opportunity  for  solitude. 


Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude? 


NO  (circle  one) 


SIGNATURE: 
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DATE:  7  -  f  Q  -  9  <7 


UNIT  NO.  1-121 


B.  PRIMITIVE  AI7D  UNCONFINED  RECREATION 
Narrative 


The  13,587  acre  north  segment  of  this  unit  provides  an  outstanding 
opportunity  for  hiking  and  backpacking.  Traveling  from  the  lower 
elevation  flats  of  Hecs  Hole  to  the  top  of  the  Virgin  Mountains  gives 
the  hiker  an  opportunity  to  experience  a  variety  of  environments,  topo¬ 
graphic  features,  scenic  views,  and  physical  challenges.  The  component 
plant  communities  range  from  the  Joshua  tree,  creosote,  and  yucca 
community,  up  to  the  pinyon-juniper ,  blackbrush,  and  cliffrose  community 
on  the  Virgin  Mountains.  Topographic  features  include  broad  alluvial 
slopes,  large  sandstone  outcrops,  shallow  canyons,  limestone  hogbacks, 
and  rugged  mountain  slopes.-  Excellent  scenic  views,  both  within  the  unit 
and  panoramas  of  the  outlying  country,  are  provided.  The  sweeping 
panorama  from  the  top  of  the  Virgin  Peak  Ridge  provides  a  magnificant 
view  of  the  outlying  deserts  and  mountains.  Finally,  many  challenges 
in  back  country  travel  are  experienced  by  the  hiker.  Included  in  these 
challenges  are  the  steep,  rugged  terrain,  thick  vegetation,  and  temper¬ 
ature  extremes. 


Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive  and 

unconfined  type  of  recreation? 


NO 


(circle  one) 


SIGNATURE: 


DATE:  7  -  I  O  -  9r; 


UNIT  NO.  1-121 


4 .  SUPPLEMENTAL  VALUES 
Narrative 


The  north  section  of  this  unit  contains  part  of  the  scenic  Virgm^Mountains. 
The  Virgin  Peak  Ridge  reaches  an  elevation  of  6,650  feet.  myon  jun  p 
forests,  exposed  rock  formations,  rugged  topography,  and  springs  character! 
this  area.  No  other  significant  supplemental  values  are  known  to  exis 

this  unit. 


Summary:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features 
of  scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value? 


SIGNATURE: 


NO 


(circle  one) 


DATE:  7  -  I  9  •  Qq 


UNIT  NO.  1-121 


5.  POSSIBILITY  OF  CERTAIN  AREAS  RETURNING  TO  A  NATURAL  CONDITION 
Narrative 


All  the  identified  areas  of  man's  impacts  are  listed  as  intrusions  under 
Section  2,  Naturalness.  The  intrusions  are  primarily  roads  and  livestock 
facilities.  There  are  approximately  16.5  miles  of  road  laced  throughout 
the  unit.  The  cumulative  effect  of  these  roads  impairs  the  naturalness 
of  tne  unit.  These  roads  cannot  be  removed  or  left  to  return  to  a  natural 
condition.  Therefore,  all  the  intrusions  or  impacted  areas  cannot  be 
expected  to  return  to  a  natural  state. 


Summary:  If  the  area  or  island  were  to  become  a  wilderness  area,  could  the 

imprint  of  man's  work  be  reduced  by  either  natural  processes  or 
by  hand  labor  to  a  level  judged  to  be  substantially  unnoticeable? 


YES 


(circle  one) 


SIGNATURE: 


/  /  ['  71 


/  4  / 


DATE: 


mn  in 


/ 
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LETTERS  RECEIVED 


INTEkMOUNTAIN  EXPLORATION  COMPANY 


!  j  o  e; 
,»L.£0 


1979 


LAG  VEGAS 
DISTRICT  OFFICE 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada 


P.0.  Box  473 

Boulder  City,  Nevada  89005 
(702)  293-1098 

July  23,  1979 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.0.  Box  5400 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89102  Wilderness  Study  Area 

-fflzH 5&rQ2  22  A, 

Gentlemen: 


Our  Company  owns  two  claim  groups,  the  Great  Eastern 
and  Easy  claims  in  the  Bunkerville  Mining  District. 

We  protest  the  designation  of  part  of  this  mining 
district  as  a  wilderness  study  area.  It  is  an  old  mining 
district  with  a  history  of  mining  for  about  80  years. 
Mineralization  of  nickel -copper-platinum  sulfides  occurs 
in  a  belt  of  Precambrian  metamorphic  rock  along  a  mineral 
belt  about  five  miles  long. 

The  area  is  crossed  by  many  roads ,  disturbed  by  numerous 
old  mine  prospects  and  definitely  shows  the  effects  of  the  works 
of  man.  The  area  lacks  the  conditions  of  solitude  necessary 
for  the  wilderness  experience. 


We  enclose  maps  showing  the  relation  of  mining  claims 
and  mineralization  to  the  boundary  of  the  proposed  wilderness 
study  area,  roads  and  prospects  in  the  area. 


RVW : tag 
Enclosures 


Very  truly  yours. 


>  • 

—if  - 


D.  Areo  oireody  inventoried  under  special  project  instruction  meeting 
wilderness  study  orea  crifeno. 

E.  Designoied  Natural  Area. 


BUNKERVILLE.  NEVADA 

3430  111  ! 


F.  Other  Federal  ogency  odministrotively  endorsed  wilderness  proposoi 
or  further  study  proposoi  (All  ogencies.) 

NOTE;  The  information  contained  on  this  map  was  compiled  from  exist¬ 
ing  knowledge  with  minor  field  validation  Field  inventories  will 
occur  during  ond  after  this  initial  public  review  period  _ 


'Corporation  Exploration  Department  •  3007  South  West  Temple.  Suite  H,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  8411o 

ffimi 


July  23,  1979 


Mr.  David  Harman,  Wilderness  Coordinator 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Room  3008  Federal  Building 

300  Booth  Street 

Reno,  NV  89509 

Dear  Mr.  Harman: 

We  have  made  a  careful  review  of  the  BLM  lands  in  the  eastern  part  of 
Nevada  which  you  have  recommended  for  further  inventory  as  wilderness  areas. 
We  are  appalled  by  the  number  of  small-,  inconsequential,  ordinary  areas 
which  you  are  willing  to  consider  for  wilderness.  It  seems  to  us  that 
this  program  is  bent  on  downgrading  the  standards  for  a  wilderness  as 
defined  by  Congress,  and  neglecting  the  usefulness  of  these  lands  in 
other  categories. 

In  the  short  time  alloted  for  comment,  we  were  able  to  review  only 
the  i29  inventory  units  situated  east  of  Ely,  Nevada.  This  is  about 
one- sixth  of  the  total  area  in  the  State.  We  assume  that  the  same 
standards  on  the  part  of  the  BLM  were  used  throughout  the  state  and  that 
these  general  comments  and  suggestions  are.  applicable  to  all  of  Nevada. 
Enclosed  are  comments  on  the  wilderness  characteristics  of  each  of  the 
129  units  we  reviewed. 


Roadlessness 


A  review  of  local  7  1/2*  quadrangle  maps  indicate  that  of  the  129 
inventory  units,  95  contain  improved  roads.  Only  five  of  these  roadless 
areas  have  sufficient  additional  wilderness  characteristics  to  merit 
further  study.  The  balance  of  them  escape  disqualification  simply  by 
having  their  boundaries  defined  by  the  network  of  roads  in  the  area. 

Congress  declares  that  a  wilderness  area  must  by  ’'roadless,  and  of  sufficient 
continuity  and  extent  to  provide  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  or 
recreation."  It  is  a  blatant  perversion  of  the  true  intent  of  Congress 
to  chop  a  large  area  into  many  small  contiguous  areas  because  there  are 
roads  through  it!  Examples  of  this  procedure  in  the  eastern  part  of 
Nevada  are: 


NV-010-060 ,  061,  062,  163,  164,  165, 
174,  175,  176 

NV-010-032 ,  049,  050,  052,  053,  054, 
NV-040-084 ,  085,  107,  109,  110,  185, 
NV-050-0220.,  0221,  0222  .  0223,  0231, 
023? 


166,  167,  168,  170,  171, 

058,  060,  061,  062 
203,  204,  233,  235 
0232,  0233,  0235,  0236, 
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Naturalness 


Congress  describes  a  wilderness  area  as  being  "pristine,  and  sub¬ 
stantially  lacking  the  evidence  of  man's  work."  This  means  that  areas 
used  by  working  ranches  (having  fences,  watertanks  and  line  shacks  on 
them)  do  not  meet  this  wilderness  criterion.  We  note  and  point  out  to  you 
that  areas  NV-040-070,  077,  078,  079,  085,  086,  100,  107,  109  are  used  as 
ranchland. 

Areas  which  are  actively  being  mined  also  lack  pristine  quality  and 
do  not  qualify  as  wilderness  areas.  Examples  are: 

NV-040-100  Lincoln  Mining  District 

NV-040-123  Ward  Mining  District 

NV-050-0220 ,  0221,  0222  .  0223,  0225,  0226,  0231,  0232,  0233, 

0235,  0236,  0238  Copper  King  and  Gold  Butte  Mining  Districts 

In  the  case  of  the  last  group,  some  of  the  more  heavily  mined  areas 
have  been  isolated  and  surrounded  by  proposed  wilderness  areas-.  This 
leaves  small  pods  of  private  land  enclosed  by  "wilderness  area.”  That 
is  another  misinterpretation  of  Congressional  intent  since  the  activity  in 
the  mined  area  nullifies  pristine  quality  of  the  adjacent  inventory  unit. 

Size  and  Continuity 

Small  "roadless”  tracts  of  land  which  are  separated  by  roads  are  not 
"of  sufficient  size  and  continuity  to  provide  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  recreation."  Therefore,  these  units  should  be  disqualified 
from  further  inventory. 

In  addition,  a  study  area  which  may  border  other  study  areas  or 
National  Forest  land  aTe  not  exempt  from  having  to  meet  the  wilderness 
criteria.  We  find  three  groups  of  such  "parasite  areas”  which  appear  to 
have  been  recommended  for  intensive  inventory  because  of  their  qualities 
as  "buffer  zones”  rather  than  for  their  qualities  as  wilderness  areas. 

This  has  resulted  in  invariably  small,  elongate,  misshapen  inventory  units. 
Examples  are: 

NV-040-084,  085,  086  around  Humboldt  National  Forest  in  the 
northern  Snake  Range 

NV-050-016 ,  0201,  0216,  0217,  04R-15,  0411  neighboring  the  Nellis 
Air  Force  Base  and  Gunnery  Range  and  the  Desert  National 
Wildlife  Refuge 

NV-040-100,  lOOf,  107,  108,  110-184,  185  around  the  Humboldt 
National  Forest  In  the  southern  Snake  Range 
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Outstanding  Opportunity  for  Solitude  or 

Primitive  and  Unconfined  Type  of  Recreation 

This  is  the  most  decisive  wilderness  criteria  that  study  areas  must 
meet.  We  are  surprised  to  see  so  much  of  Nevada  being  proposed  for  wilder¬ 
ness  study,  since  the  ordinary  countryside  in  Nevada  falls  far  below  the 
standards  for  recreational  potential  in  the  western  states  as  a  whole.  The 
Nevada  BLM  should  be  exceptionally  discriminating  in  selecting  outstanding 
areas  in  terms  of  topography  and  vegetation  and  availability  of  water. 
Otherwise,  lands  may  be  withdrawn  and  wasted  when  placed  under  wilderness 
management. 

We  were  able  to  f^nd  only  two  areas  out  of  the  129  units  we  reviewed 
which  seem  to  have  all  of  the  required  wilderness  characteristics  and  are 
suited  for  further  inventory.  They  are  NV-050-J31J16  and  0161-  Even  these 
must  be  carefully  appraised  for  their  out  sT an  ding  qualities  before  they 
are  classed  as  wilderness. 

We  urge  great  discrimination  in  this  program  so  that  the  ultimate 
result  will  be  a  few,  large,  outstanding  wilderness  areas  which  can  be 
carefully  managed  and  of  which  Nevada  can  be  proud. 


CFA/so 

enclosures 

cc:  with  enclosures 

Senator  Howard  W.  Cannon 
Senator  Paul  Laxalt 
RWL/WJW/AMH 
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INITIAL  INVENTORY 
PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


NEVADA  BLM  INITIAL 
WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


Name 


'lHub-ezf. _ &  jSsno-eP. 

Address_  .xsoi  'TU  hsn  ^ 


£v.edR..89S/2 


Representing  any  Groupf?f,£?gn;a  o*/"  Ge  m  <3Hc(  Mi’neRa/  Societies 

LzncJs  AdiJi'sGQy  C^mrniifee 
R^no  <?ern  cJOcj  fluirrecal  oocieTy 

For  the  purposes  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness 'characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


I)  Roadlessness: 

“The  .word  'roadless*  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are 
of  unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 


3}  Naturalness : 

"...generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work'  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable. " 


4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics? 


Why  or  why  not?  Please  be  specific  and  address  the  presence  or  absence  of 
the  characteristics  outlined  above.  The  back  of  this  sheet  lists  those 
characteristics  with  room  for  your  comments.  If  you  need  to  point  out  a 
particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  maps  are  available  for  all 
public  land  areas  in  the  state. 

flcL-h ftsf  is  of  S'/ J~es 
30^1  rthn-ts  U-Secf  "boc k  ooncjj  „ 

koOncl'HA  zf-ech  Afi+unZ ( n^SS .  SVfei  3nc/ 

m-nes  irx  7?ec/  a**  Alvars IWnWs 

(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET)  'D  I  ,  .  ' 
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SIZE: 


Naturalness 

.  •  .  generally  appears  to  have  been  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature  with  the  imprint  of 
man's  work  substantially  unnotice  able  ..." 


Wilderness  Act  —  1964 

You  can  help  by  telling  us  the  location  on  a  map  and  the  size  of  manmade  improvements  (physical 
structures)  associated  with  uses  such  as: 


M'nss  Reservoirs  Towers 

Oabins  Check  Dams  Other 

Fences  Building 

and  improvements  associated  with  existing  uses,  such  as: 

Leases,  when  surface  disturbance  has  occurred  or  is  occurring 
(i.en  grazing,  oil  and  gas,  geothermal,  coal,  etc.) 

Rights-Of-Way 

(i.en  railroads,  ditches,  powerlines,  pipelines,  telephones) 

Vegetative  manipulations,  such  as: 


Reseeding 

Spraying 

Chaining 

Other  existing  uses  such  as: 

Christmas  Tree  Cutting 
Livestock  Operations 


Range  Improvements 

Watershed  (planting  grass,  soil  stabilization) 
Other 


Rockhounding  ORV 

Other 


If  you  think  the  area  lacks  naturalness,  but  otherwise  contains  wilderness 
characteristics,  it  may  be  considered  for  further  study  when  it  is  reasonable 
to  expect  the  imprint  of  man's  work  to  return  or  be  returned  to  a  substantially 
unnoticeable  level  either  by  natural  processes  or  by  hand  labor.  Lands  where 
imprints  of  man's  work  require  artificial  rehabilitation  by  use  of  power 
machinery  to  return  them  to  a  natural  condition,  except  litter  collection  and 
removal,  will  not  be  considered  as  meeting  the  wilderness  characteristics 
criteria. 


Does  this  area,  in  your  opinion,  fit  this  description?  Please  explain  why. 

/t/r? 


Why  and  how  do  you  think  it  can  be  rehabilitated? 


/HoHypI' 


pie.  Use. 
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Federal  Building 
300  Booth  Street;  Room 
Reno,  Nevada  89509 


INITIAL  INVENTORY 
PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


NEVADA  BLM  INITIAL 
WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


Name 


v/ 1  <  -  -  •  -  -  H  -  - 1  .-rr*.  -  y 


Address 


R^rw,  K3VC-2 


UNIT  NUMBER  /A/-  <0579  - 
NAME 


Representing  any  Group 


For  the  purposes  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are:. 


T)  Roadlessness: 

"The word:  1  roadless'  refers  ter 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use~.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a_road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

"'...generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature,  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work"  sub- 
stantially  unnoticeable." 


Z)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  lai 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are 
of  unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federal! 
managed  acreage  determined  to  ha1 
wilderness  values.. 

4}  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfi; 
Type  of  Recreations 
"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics? 


Why  or  why  not?  Please  be  specific  and  address  the  presence- or  absence  of 
the  characteristics  outlined  above.  The  back  of  this  sheet  lists  those 
characteristics,  with  room  for  your  comments.  If  you  need  to  point  out  a 
particular  locatiorr,  please  do  so  on  e  map.  BLM  maps  are  available  for  all 
public  land  areas  in  the  state.  .  .  , 

n  *  cl  (LJT 1  1  ‘W 

"TT-o  <d  O-  *-“-&-?>  <V-  ^  1  1  '"'1 

fa  /SS-70£  Sf&s 


Ufa  ffr  ■e.Kf/e  Kth'o~  - 


(Y/us  &  rt*  qj±Lz 
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Victory  Jlro* 

La?  Vegas,  Nevada  89121 
W  it  15,  1979 


Mr*  John  Boyles,  District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  . 

4765  Vegas  Drive  r  *  - 
Las  Vegas,  ,Nevada 


i  t 


} 


Subject* 


Dear  John: 


Wilderness  Inventory  on 
Overthrust  Belt 


Regarding  your  special  wilderness  inventory  on  the  Overthrust  Belt, 
I  fully  concur  in  the  Bureau* s  findings  that  55  of  the  original  46 
roadless  units  do  not  meet  wilderness  standard*  and  that  the  1*65 
million  acres  involved  be  immediately  released  from  any  further  wilder¬ 
ness  consideration* 


Of  the  15  remaining  units  I  agree  that  portions  of  three  units  — 
Grapevine  Spring,  Meadow  Valley  Range,  and  Mormon  Mountains  -  are 
worthy  of  further  study,  but  the  non-qualifying  portions  should  be 
immediately  released* 

The  other  ten  units  which  you  are  recommending  for  wilderness  study 
areas,  solely  on  the  basis  that  they  abut  the  Desert  Rational  Wildlife 
Range  or  the  Lake  Mead  National  Recreation  Area,  do  not  really  qualify 
or  meet  the  standards  for  wilderness  designation*  While  there  may  be 
some  legal  basis  for  your  recommendation,  I  am  opposed  to  WSA  desig¬ 
nation  solely  on  the  basis  of  contiguity.  Ihis  is  likely  to  result 
in  these  areas  being  held  in  a  state  of  limbo  for  years  to  come*  I 
therefore  urge  that  all  areas  that  really  do  not  qualify  in  themselves 
be  released  from  further  wilderness  consideration* 


Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  comnent. 
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Henry  Psclc 

5?4  Bookwalter 

New  Carlisle,  Ohio,  4pp44 


August  Ip,  1979 


The  Honorable  Cecil  Andrus,  Secretary 
Department  of  the  Interior 
V/ashington,  D.C.,  20249 

Dear  Mr.  Andrus: 


The  following  land  units  in  Nevada,  which  have  been  listed  according  to  the 
-Nevada  Bureau  of  Land  Management  Wilderness  Bulletin  of  25  July  1979,  should  be  retained 
into  consideration  for  wilderness  status  add  kept  so,  regardless  of  the  inpact  nan  has 
made  on  them  and  how  much  it  would  cost  in  tine  cr  money  to  remove  all  traces  of 
human  activity.  The  fact  that  the  lay  of  the  land  and  vet^tation  apparently  give 
little  solitude  is  also  irrelevant.  Excessively  strict  criteria  are  used  here  to 
disqualify  these  land  units  from  wilderness  status*  Why  should  not  man  just  back  off 
and  let  nature  take  her  own  course  in  "rehabilitating®  these  land  units  back  to  wilder¬ 
ness  status?  There  seem  to  be  jfome  inconsistencies  in  the  descriptions  of  these 
land  units  and  recommendations  for  the  retention  or  ncnretention  of  wilderness  status, 
i.e.,  certain  of  the  units  are  described  as  having  some  * natural”  areas,  where  on9  may 
or  may  not  be  visible  from  the  roads,  but  the  unit  is  not  recommended  to  be  retained 
as  wilderness,  whereas  another  unit  is  natural,  surrounded  by  roads,  and  persons  in 
the  area  might  even  be  seen  in  it,  but  that  unit  jLs  recommended  for  wilderness  stct'.'s « 
My  reasons  for  wilderness  retention  for  all  units  is  that  we  industrialised,  urban- 
doninated  humans  have  messed  up  our  environment  too  much,  and  it  is  long  past  the  time 
for  backing  off,  easing  off  development,  and  leaving  ecological  systems  intact. 


The  units  are  as  follows: 


MV-050-0118 

Big  Hogback 

:<V-0p0-Q121 

Oak  Well 

117-050-0122 

Blue  Mountain 

117-050-0125 

Choke cherry  Canyon 

117-050-0124 

Teepee  Hocks 

117-050-0125 

Ash  Canyon 

117-050-01 56 

Delmar  Mountains  North 

117-050-0157 

Clover  Mountains 

117-050-0159 

Grapevine  Spring 

1^-050-0145 

Doc’c  Pass 

1:7-050-0144 

Jack ls  Mountain 

117-050-0145 

Central  Delmar  Mountains 

■17-050-0 1k<5 

Meadow  Valley  Hangs 
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N7-Q5P-C157 

117-^:50-0159 

117-050-0161 

NV-050-0162 

17-050-01 65 

77-050-0164 

117-050-0166. 

117-050-0220 
117- 050-0221 
H7-050-C222  , 

117-050-0225  ' 

M-C50-0224 

HV-050-0225 

N7-050-0226 

:N7-050-0250 

Ijy-050-02p1 

IISr-050-0252 

nV-050-0255 

^-050-0255 

1,7-050-0256 

i'I7-050-0258 
1^17-050-041 1 
K7-050-0412 
H7-0$0-0422 
U7-050-C425 
117-050^0425 
1T7-05C-O458 
K7-050-0440 
IT7-O5O-O44I 
K7-O5O-O447 
IT7-050-04R-15 

Thank*  you  for  your  attention?. 


Dodge  Poclnts 
Line  Mountain 
Mormon  Mountains 
San's  Camp  'wash 
South  Fork 

6a  st  Mormon  Mountains 
Tunnel  Coring 
Black  Ridge 
Government  Spring 
7irgin  Peak 
Billy  Goat  Peak 
Whitney  Pockets  West 
Hartman  Tank 
North  -Muddy  s 
Buffington  Pockets 
Line  Canyon 
Trann  Ridge 
Million  Hills 
Garnett  Butte 
Jumbo  Springs 
3onelli  Peak 
Quail  Springs 
La  Kadre  liountains 
River  Mountains 
SI dorado 

North" McCullough  Range 
Bird  Spring  Range 
Summit-  Springs 
Piute  7alle7 
Christinas  Tree  Pass 
Nellis 


Sincerely  yours. 


*4' 


Henry  Peck 
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henry  PECK 

534  BOO KW ALTER 

NEW  CARLISLE,  OHIO,  4 


13  AUGUST  1979 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

ROOM  3008  FEDERAL  BUILDING 

300  BOOTH  STREET 

RENO,  NEVADA,  89509 

DEAR  SIRS: 

THE  FOLLOWING  LAND  UNITS  IN  NEVADA,  WHICH  HAVE  BEEN  LISTED 
ACCORDING  TO  THE  NEV  ADA  3 LM  WILDERNESS  BULLETIN  OF  25  JULY  1979, 
SHOULD  ALL  BE  RETAINED  INTO  CONSIDERATION  FOR  WILDERNESS  STATUS  A 
KEPT  SO,  REGARDLESS  OF  THE  IMPACT  MAN  HAS  MADE  ON  THEM  AND  HOW 
MUCH  IT  WOULD  COST  IN  TIME  OR  MONEY  TO  REMOVE  ALL  TRACES  OF  HUMAN 
ACTIVITY.  THE  FACT  THAT  THE  LAY  OF  THE  LAND  AND  VEGETATION 
APPARENTLY  GIVE  LITTLE  SOLITUDE  IS  ALSO  IRRELEVANT.  EXCESSIVELY 
STRICT  CRITERIA  ARE  USED  HERE  TO  DISQUALIFY  THESE  LAND  UNITS  FROM 
WILDERNESS  STATUS.  WHY  SHOULD  NOT  MAN  JUST  BACK  OFF  AND-  LET 
NATURE  TA KE  HER  OWN  COURSE  IN  “REHABILITATING”  THESE  LAND  UNITS 
BACK  TO  WILDERNESS  STATUS?  THERE  SEEM  TO  BE  SOME  I NCCNS I STENC I ES 
IN  THE  DESCRIPTIONS  OF  THESE  LAND  UNITS  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS  FOR 
THE  RETENTION  OR  NONRETENTION  OF  WILDERNESS  STATUS,  I.E.,  CERTAIN 
OF  THE  UNITS  ARE  DESCRIBED  AS  HAVING  SOME  “NATURAL"  AREAS,  WHERE 
C.Nt  MAY  OR  MAY  NOT  BE  VISIBLE  FROM  THE  ROADS,  BUT  THE  UNIT  IS  NOT 
RECOMMENDED  TO  BE  RETAINED  WILDERNESS,  WHEREAS  ANOTHER  UNIT  IS 
NATURAL,  SURROUNDED  BY  ROADS,  AND  PERSONS  IN  THE  AREA  MIGHT  EVEN  i 
SEEN  IN  IT,  BUT  THIS  UNIT  IS.  RECOMMENDED  FOR  WILDERNESS  STATUS. 

MY  REASONS  FOR  WILDERNESS  RETENTION  FOR  ALL  UNITS  IS  THAT  WE  INDU 
TRIALIZED,  URBAN-DOMINATED  HUMANS  HAVE  MESSED  UP  OUR  ENVIRONMENT 
TOO  MUCY,  AND  IT  IS  LONG  PAST  THE  TIME  FOR  BACKING  OFF,  EASING  OF: 
DEVELOPMENT,  AND  LEAVING  ECOLOGICAL  SYSTEMS  INTACT. 


THE  UNITS  ARE  AS  FOLLOWS: 

NV -050-0118 
NV -050-0121 
NV-0  5  0-0122 
NV -050-0123 
NV-0  50-01  24 


BIG  HOGBACK 
OAK  WELL 
BLUE  MOUNTAIN 
CHOKECHE.RRY  CANYON 
TEEPEE  ROCKS 
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NV -050-0125 

ASH  CANYON 

NV-050-0136 

D ELMAR  MOUNTAINS  NORTH 

NV-0  50-0137 

CLOVER  MOUNTAINS 

NV-0  50-013  9 

GRAPEVINE  SRPING 

NV-0  50-0 143 

DOCS  PASS 

NV-0  30-0144 

JACK'S  MOUNTAIN 

NV -050-0145 

CENTRAL  DELMAR  MOUNTAI 

NV-0  50-0 156 

MEADOW  VALLEY  RANGE 

NV- 050-0 157 

DODGE  POCKETS 

NV-050-0 159 

LIME  MOUNTAIN 

NV-0  50-0161 

MORMON  MOUNTAINS 

NV-0 50-0 16 2 

SAMS  CAMP  WASH 

NV-0  50-0 163 

SOUTH  FORK 

NV-050-0 164 

EAST  MORMON  MOUNTAINS 

NV-050-0 166 

TUNNEL  SPRING 

NV-0  50-0220 

BLACK  RIDGE 

NV -050-0221 

GOVERNMENT  SPRING 

NV-0  50-0  222 

VIRGIN  PEAK 

NV-050-0223 

BILLY  GOAT  PEAK 

NV-0  50-0224 

WHITNEY  POCKETS  WEST 

NV-0 50-02 25 

HARTMEN  TANK 

NV-050-0  2  26 

NORTH  MUDDYS 

NV-0  50-02  30 

BUFFINGTON  POCKETS 

NV-0  50-0231 

LIME  CANYON 

NV-0  50-0232 

TRAMP  RIDGE 

NV-0  50-0233 

MILLION  HILLS 

NV-05  0-0  2  3  5 

GARNETT  BUTTE 

NV-0 50-0236 

JUMBO  SPRINGS 

NV-050-0238 

BONELLI  PEAK 

NV-0  50-041 1 

QUAIL  SPRINGS 

NV-0 50-041 2 

LA  MAD RE  MOUNTAINS 

NV-0  50-0422 

RIVER  MOUNTAINS 

NV-0  50-0423 

ELDORADO 

NV-0 50-0425 

NORTH  MCCULLOUGH  RANGE 

NV-0 5  0-042  8 

BIRD  SPRING  RANGE 

NV-0  50-0438 

I RETE3A  PEAKS 

NV-050-0440 

SUMMIT  SPRINGS 

NV-0  50-0441 

PIUTE  VALLEY 

NV-050-0447 

CHRISTMAS  TREE  PASS 

NV-050-04R-1 5 

NELLIS 

THANK  YOU  FOR  YOUR  ATTENTION . 


SINCERELY  ^OURS  , 

nl-  rcrjj  / 


/ 1/ 


henry  peck 
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f)  Proposed  USA 

A _ _  .  _  .  *11  »  •  n  • 


Uapi‘.  rl 

Phoenix,  AZ  85007 


23,  1979 


Arizona 


17  c; 


r-»  « 


ilC" 


iireet, 

S5CC7 


Keen  505 


!  State  AZ  No. 

Z.9-60- 

Mineral  Resources 

Healtn 

Indian  Affairs 

Power 

Game  £  Fish 

Water 

Transportation 

Parks  | 

Ag.  £  Hort. 

Land 

Mine  Inspector 

AORCC 

Center  for  Public  Aff. 

OEPAD:  Patty  Bergthold 

Bu.  of  Geology  £  Mineral  Tech. 
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j  project  is  rettcre-d  to  you  fcr  review  and  comment.  Please  evaluate  as  to: 


:  s  I  O  I  <  •’-'j- 


j\ 


(1)  the  program's  effect  op  on  the  plaits  and  programs  of  your  agency 

(2)  Lr;  mportancc  of  its  contribution  to  State  and/or  area  wide  goals  and  objectives 

(3)  its  accord  with  any  applicable  law,  order  or  regulation  with  which  you  are  familiar 

(4)  additional  considerations 


^  retu...  THIS  FORjM  AUD  ONl.  XEROX  COPY  to  :h.  clearinghouse  r.o  later  than  17  WOrkj  no  davS  C*om  the  date  noted 
.e  contact  the  clearinghouse  if  you  need  further  information  or  additional  lime  for  review* 


D  No  comment  on  this  project 
D  Proposal  is  supported  as  written 
Comments  as  indicated  below 


-nments:  (Use  additional  sheets  if  necessary) 


Please  see  attached  comments. 


Slate  Mine  Inspector 


«t_SC71 


T1 


.u.- 


005:- 


I  am  definitely  opposed  to  any  additional  lands  in  the  State  of 
Arizona  being  designated  "Wilderness  Study  Areas"  by  the  BLM 
Wilderness  Review  until  the  following  considerations  have  been 
thoroughly  evaluated: 

During  the  past  50  years,  the  growth  of  the  economy  of  Arizona 
has  paralleled  the  progressive  development  of  its  mining  industry 
and  its  tourism  industry. 

A.  In  order  tha£  we  may  attract  and  encourage  our  state’s  raining 
industry,  we  raust  continue  to  grant  access  to  all  possible 
areas  for  exploration,  development  and  expansion.  If  not, 
untold  resources  could  be  denied  this  and  future  generations. 

Many  of  these  resources  could  be  required  at  a  time  of  national 
emergency  or  need  and  their  availability  could  only'  be  made 
possible  by  long-range  planning  and  preparation. 

B.  This  state's  attractiveness  to  tourism  will  soon  be  directed 
to  its  permanent  and  temporary  residents  in  that  interstate 
travel  for  that  purpose  will  be  restricted  by  the  acute  fuel 
situation.  _ This  means  that  provisions  should  be  made  to  ensure 
that  all  residents  —  the  handicapped  and  the  elderly'  —  have 
the  opportunity'  to  enjoy  the  natural  beauty'  of  Arizona  as 
enjoined  by  the  Office  of  Tourism  slogan,  "Arizona  -  See  It 
All!" 

C.  By  permitting  road  building  in  remote  areas  to  accomplish  the 
foregoing  measures,  a  resultant  benefit  would  be  the  accessi¬ 
bility  provided  fire  fighting  equipment  to  combat  the  many 
"nature-caused"  forest,  brush  and  field  fires  which  we  experience 
each  year. 
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PO  Box  2277, Tuba  City,  AZ  86045 
December  10,  1979 


District  Manager 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
425  East  4th  Street 
Safford,  Arizona  85546 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  a  teacher  for  the  Public  School  here  in  Tuba  City,  an  avid  hiker,  former 
seasonal  Park  Ranger  (10  seasons)  and  have  been  working  toward  a  masters  degree 
in  outdoor  education.  With  this  background  I  have  become  very  aware  of  the 
value  of  wilderness  (Official  Wilderness)  in  Arizona,  especially  several  areas 
under  core  iteration  at  this  time. 

I  heartily  support  the  recommendation  of  a  6,670  acre  Aravaipa  Canyon  Wilderness 
Area.  I  have  not  personally  hiked  there  (YET),  but  I  have  been  greatly  impressed 
by  what  I  have  read  about  the  area.  It  has  an  amazing  reputation  in  the  literature 
as  being  a  unique  flowing  stream  in  the  desert  of  SE  Arizona  with  associated 
habitats  of  many  endangered  animals  species.  Please  count  my  voice  in  support  of 
A1 terna ti ve#l  for  Aravaipa  Canyon  Wilderness. 

I  also  support  recommendations  for  all  21  areas  of  the  Arizona  Strip  country 
be  included  in  the  Wilderness  Study  Area  designation.  Areas  that  need  special 
consideration  as  Wilderness  include  the  Grand  Wash  Cliffs  (9,601  acres).  Snap 
Point,  Brand  Gulch,  Pigeon  Canyon,  Grand  Wash  Cliffs,  and  Pakoon  Springs.  The 
topographic  diversity  of  these  areas  as  well  as  their  uniq$ness  would  add  greatly 
to  official  Arizona  Wilderness.  All  of  the  33,743  acres  of  Grand  Wash  Cliffs 
should  be  included  in  the  Wilderness  Study  Area. 

Many  of  these  areas  are  within  a  r^sonable  distance  to  take  students  on  overnight 
field  trips  from  Tuba  City  in  our  programs  in  outdoor  education  which  we  have  and 
ane  developing.  Wilderness  designation  will  help  to  preserve  them  and  their 
biological  diversity  (and  ecological  diversity)  for  the  coming  generations. 

Thankyou  for  your  consideration  of  these  valuable  areas.  Please  include  my  comment: 
on  any  official  registers  which  may  result  from  this  study  in  support  of  Wilderness 


6th  grade  teacher  and  resident  of  Ar-izona 


g  p  o 


690- 173/11  0 
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MOUNTAIN  MEADOW 
NATURAL  AREA 


NEVADA  BLM 
WILDERNESS  REPORT 


UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
NEVADA  STATE  OFFICE 


WILDERNESS  REPORT 


Mountain  Meadow 
Natural  Area 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Department  of  the  Interior 


February  28,  1980 
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RECOMMENDATION 


Mountain  Meadow  Natural  Area 


I.  Results  of  the  Review  for  Wilderness  Characteristics: 

The  Mountain  Meadow  Natural  Area,  22  acres,  was  evaluated  in 
the  regular  Statewide  Initial  Wilderness  Inventory  along  with 
its  contiguous  roadless  area.  Inventory  Unit  NV-060-221. 

The  entire  unit  was  determined  to  "clearly  and  obviously  lack 
wilderness  characteristics"  and  was  dropped  from  further  review. 
The  primary  reason  for  this  decision  was  the  extremely  small 
size  of  the  roadless  acreage -(532  acres). 

II.  The  Economic  and  Social  Impacts: 

The  release  of  the  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless 
acreage  from  wilderness  consideration  would  not  change  the 
current  management  of  Mountain  Meadow  Natural  Area.  Therefore, 
no  economic  or  social  impacts  are  expected  to  result  from  this 
recommendat ion . 

III.  Analysis  of  Long  and  Short  Term  Effects: 

There  are  no  long  or  short  term  effects  of  this  recommendation. 
All  uses  which  are  compatible  with  management  of  the  land  as 
a  Natural  Area  will  continue  to  be  permitted. 

IV.  Discussions  of  Options  Foregone: 

The  recommendation  of  the  Mountain  Meadow  Natural  Area  as 
suitable  for  wilderness  is  the  only  option  foregone  by  the 
adoption  of  the  present  recommendation.  Because  of  the  area's 
small  size,  lack  of  naturalness  and  limited  opportunities  for 
solidude  and  primitive  recreation,  it  does  not  now,  nor  will 
it  ever,  meet  the  minimum  criteria  needed  for  preservation  as 
a  wilderness  area.  Therefore,  the  adoption  of  the  present 
recommendation  will  not  affect  any  options  considered  in  the 
future  for  the  management  of  this  area. 

V.  Recommendation: 

The  area  should  retain  its  Natural  Area  status  and  not  be 
considered  for  wilderness  designation. 

Rationale : 

The  Mountain  Meadow  Natural  Area  consists  of  a  22-acre 
fenced  meadow.  It  is  contiguous  with  a  486  acre  area, 
much  of  which  is  a  small  hill.  The  hill  contains  some 
pinyon  pine  and  juniper  and  a  general  cover  of  plants 
from  the  sage  community.  A  private  parcel  on  the  north 
straddles  this  area  and  another  hill  further  north. 
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The  combined  areas  of  the  two  roadless  areas  are  1,500 
acres,  which  include  40  acres  of  private  property  (the 
private  property,  however,  will  not  be  considered  in  this 
inventory) .  Aside  from  the  fence  at  the  meadow,  some 
trenching,  stream  diversion  and  pipelines,  and  road 
maintenance  has  occurred.  Hicks  Station,  an  old  stage 
stop  is  partially  on  the  private  parcel.  It  has  structures, 
a  pipeline  and  pond,  some  plowed  fields  and  fences. 

The  area  obviously  and  clearly  does  not  have  potential 
for  wilderness.  It  lacks  the  required  5,000  acres  of 
contiguous  primitive  recreation  land,  is  not  natural  in 
appearance  and  has  few  primitive  recreation  or  solitude 
opportunities . 


/$/  Frank  Gregg 

Director 


June  27,  1980 
Date 
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MOUNTAIN  MEADOW  I.S.A 

Battle  Mountain  District,  BLM,  Nevada 


SCALE  1:100  000 


10 


KILOMETERS 

LEGEND 


Light -duty  road,  hard  or  improved  surface 

Street  or  other  road . 

Trail . 


Perennial  stream 

Intermittent  stream 

Federal  Agency  Protective 
Withdrawals . 


Public  Water  Reserves . 

Public  Lands  (Administered  By 
Bureau  of  Land  Management) . 


NEVADA 


CONTOUR  INTERVAL  50  METERS 
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STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Mountain  Meadow  Natural  Area 
Nye  County,  Nevada 
Battle  Mountain  District 


Previously  Contiguous 

Designated  Area  Lands  (if  any)  Total 


Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 
Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 
Recommended  For  Designation 
Recommended  Against  Designation 

Ownership  in  Study  Area  (11-7-79) 
BLM 

Private 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

22 

486 

508 

0 

24 

24 

532 
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Photo  #1  Aerial  view  looking  southeast  towards  Mountain  Meadow 
Natural  Area. 


Photo  #2  Aerial  view  looking  south  towards  the  Natural  Area 


Photo  #3  Fence-line  which  encloses  the  west  side  of  the  Natural  Area. 


Photo  #4  Mountain  Meadow  Natural  Area 


Photo  #5  The  Natural  Area  with  contiguous  land  in  background. 


Photo  #6  The  Natural  Area  with  contiguous  land  in  background 


Photo  #7  Fence  line,  which  encloses  the  south  side  of  the  Natural  Area* 


BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation: 

The  22  acre  natural  area  was  designated  in  1968  as  part  of 
a  Statewide  scientific  studies  natural  area  designation 
project.  This  designation  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

II.  Significant  Resource  Data:  None 

III.  Description  of  Report  Area: 

Area  is  a  natural  meadow  surrounded  by  rocky  buttes  about 
100'  higher.  These  buttes  have  a  thin  cover  of  Pinyon  and 
Juniper.  The  meadow  contains  natural  and  introduced  species 
of  grasses  and  forbs  and  some  scattered  sage  at  the  perimeters. 
Several  springs  lie  in  the  natural  area.  Meadow  elevation  is 
7,000  feet.  URA  descriptions  are  not  available  for  this  area. 

IV.  Summary  of  Public  Participation: 

A.  Unit  was  reviewed  through  the  Nevada  Statewide  Wilderness 
Inventory  Public  Involvement  and  Participation  Plan.  A 
90-day  public  comment  period  was  held  on  the  Initial 
Inventory  Proposed  Decision  for  this  unit  and  all  other 
units  in  the  State.  The  comment  period  began  May  1,  1979, 
and  concluded  July  30.  The  comment  period  was  announced 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  in  news  releases,  and  public 
meetings  were  held  in  Battle  Mountain,  Reno,  Las  Vegas, 

Ely,  and  other  Nevada  cities. 

B.  Only  one  comment  was  submitted  for  this  area  which  was 
received  after  the  close  of  the  formal  comment  period.  It 
supported  wilderness  designation  for  the  Natural  Area. 
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APPENDIX 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
SITUATION  EVALUATION 

I.  INVENTORY  UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 

Unit  Name  Hicks  Station  I.S.A.  (1251) _ _ 

Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-060~22^ _ 

State  NEVADA  District  BATTLE  MOUNTAIN 


II.  UNIT  ANALYSIS 

The  Mountain  Meadow  'Natural  Area1  is  within  this  unit  and  therefore 
makes  this  an  'Instant  Study  Area'.  The  natural  area  itself  is  a  60^ 
acre  fenced  meadow  and  it  is  contiguous  with  a  600  acre  hill.  The  hill 
contains  some  Pinyons  and  Junipers  and  a  general  cover  of  plants  Oi 
the  sage  community.  A  private  parcel  on  the  north  straddles  this 
area  and  another  isolated  hill.  Combined  the  area  of  the  unit  is 
1500  acres  with  AO  acres  of  private  property. .  Aside  from  the  fence  at 
Mountain  Meadow,  some  trenching,  stream  diversion,  and  road  build¬ 

ing  has  occurred.  Hicks  Station,  an  old  stage  stop,  has  structures, 
pipeline  and  ponds,  some  plowed  fields,  fences  and  roads. 


III.  UNIT  EVALUATION 

The  area  obviously  and  clearly  does  not  have  potential  for  wilderness. 

It  lacks  the  required  5000  acres  of  contiguous  federal  land,  is  not^ 

natural  in  appearance  and  has  few  recreation  or  solitude  opportunities. 


IV.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION  (Check  appropriate  block.) 

|  |  Unit  is  recommended  for  intensive  wi lderness  inventory 

I — I  Unit  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying  for  further  inventory  and 
ULl  should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness  review  process 


DATE 


?-/?-  n 


DATE? 


jM2- 
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LETTERS  RECEIVED 


■ 

' 


Henry  Peck 

534  Bookwalter 

New  Carlisle,  Ohio,  45344 


*, 1 


January  22,  I980 


Bureau  of  Land.  Management 

300  Booth  Street 

Room  3008  Reno,  Nevada,  89509 

Dear  Sirs : 

I  am  writing  in  response  to  a  recent  Nevada  BLM  Wilderness 
Bulletin  I  received  from  you  which  listed  several  wilderness  study 
areas  decisions  had  been  made  about,  concerning  preserving  such  areas 
for  wilderness  status,  and  about  certain  other  areas  about  which 
decisions  have  not  yet  been  made.  I  feel  that  the  following  areas 
should  be  reverted  to  wilderness  status  and  kept  that  way,  though  the 
decision  has  already  been  made  to  the  contrary  about  them:  Swamp 
Cedar  NV-040-180,  Pygmy  Sage  NV-040-99,  Virgin  Mountain  NV-050-0420, 
and  Mountain  Meadow  NV-060-22I.  These  areas  should  be  reclassified  as 
wilderness.  The  criteria  for  wilderness  retention  given  in  the 
Interim  Management  Policy  and  Guidelines  for  Lands  Under  Wilderness 
Review  dated  December  12,  1979?  are  excessively  strict  and  arbitrary, 

particularly  with  reference  to  areas  less  than  5000  acres  and  the 
extent  of  man’s  impact  on  these  areas.  The  same  goes  for  the  following 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  about  which  decisions  have  not  yet  been  made: 

Pine  Creek  Canyon  NV-O5O-0337,  Pinyon- Joshua  Tree  Transision  NV-O5O-0337 
and  NV-050-0338A,  Bristlecone  Pine  NV-040-048A,  Goshute  Canyon 
NV-020-617  and  NV-020-622.  Please  make  all  the  above  areas  wilderness 
areas 

Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


ours 


-1 


Henry  Peck 
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Recommendation 


Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area 
I.  Results  of  Review  for  Wilderness  Characteristics 


Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area,  560  acres,  was 
evaluated  along  with  its  contiguous  roadless  area,  inventory  units 
NV-050-0338A  and  NV-050-337.  These  units  were  found  to  lack 
wilderness  character  during  the  S tatewide/Intens ive  Wilderness 
Inventory. 

NV-050-0338A/NV-050-0337  -  Silver  Peak  Range  South/Company  Springs 

Area  Description  and  Size:  The  unit  contains  a  portion  of  the  Silver 
Peak  Range  and  a  vast  spreading  bajada  sweeping  to  the  south  and  east 
away  from  the  mountains.  The  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research 
Natural  Area,  560  acres,  lies  in  the  southwest  edge  of  unit 
NV-050-0337,  which  contains  25,206  acres,  and  the  northeast  edge  of 
unit  NV-050-0338A,  containing  54,845  acres.  The  combined  total  of  the 
two  units  and  the  natural  area  is  80,611  acres. 

Naturalness :  Both  of  the  two  units  have  been  extensively  impacted  by 

roads,  ways,  range  improvements,  buildings,  mines,  and  related  mining 
activities.  The  Silver  Peak  Mining  District  impacts  both  units  which 
also  includes  the  natural  area.  The  above  mentioned  intrusions  are 
numerous  and  can  be  found  throughout  the  units.  Due  to  the  size  of 
the  units,  both  areas  have  natural  areas  larger  than  5,000  acres  but 
neither  were  determined  to  possess  wilderness  character.  The  natural 
area  itself  is  impacted  with  mining  activities,  a  spring  development, 
several  roads,  a  water  tank,  and  a  corral. 

Outstanding  Opportunities:  (1)  Solitude  -  Varying  topography  from 
small  canyons  and  draws,  to  broad  sweeping  bajada s  with  scattered  low 
growing  desert  shrubs  and  small  stands  of  pinyon/ juniper  provide  areas 
of  solitude  but  were  not  of  an  outstanding  quality.  (2)  Primitive  and 
Unconfined  Recreation  -  A  variety  of  recreation  opportunities  were 
evaluated  but  were  found  to  be  less  than  outstanding. 

Supplemental  Values;  The  total  area  has  been  known  to  be  inhabited  by 
wild  horses.  No  other  supplemental  values  are  known  to  exist  other 
than  the  natural  area  designation. 

Rehabilitation :  The  impacts  in  the  units  were  too  major  to  be 

rehabilitated  by  hand  or  natural  means. 

II.  Economic  and  Social  Impacts 

The  release  of  the  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  acreage 
from  wilderness  consideration  would  not  change  the  current  management 
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of  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area.  Therefore,  no 
economic  or  social  impacts  are  expected  to  result  from  this 
recommendation. 

Analysis  of  Long  and  Short-Term  Efforts 

The  long  and  short-term  efforts  of  releasing  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition 
Research  Natural  Area  from  the  interim  management  protection  provided 
to  lands  under  wilderness  review  and  returning  it  to  its  previous 
management  as  a  Natural  Area  would  be  that  all  uses  and  developments 
which  previously  were  compatible  with  that  management  would  continue 
to  be  permitted. 

Discussion  of  Options  Foregone 

The  recommendation  of  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area 
as  suitable  for  wilderness  is  the  only  option  foregone  by  the  adoption 
of  the  present  recommendation.  Because  the  evidence  of  man’s 
activities  in  this  area  are  beyond  rehabilitation  by  hand  labor  or 
natural  means,  the  Natural  Area  does  not  now,  nor  will  it  ever,  meet 
the  naturalness  criteria  for  wilderness  suitability.  Therefore,  the 
adoption  of  the  present  recommendation  will  not  affect  any  options 
considered  in  the  future  for  the  management  of  the  area. 

Recommendation 


The  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous 
roadless  acreage  lacks  wilderness  character  and  should  be  dropped  from 
further  wilderness  consideration. 


Approval 
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/s/  Robert  F.  Burford 


July  22,  1983 


Director 
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Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area 


Photo  Documentation 


1.  Looking  east  into  the  Natural  Area  from  its  SW  edge. 

2.  Water  tank  at  Big  Spring  development,  in  the  Natural  Area. 

3.  Looking  NE  into  the  Natural  Area  from  Big  Spring. 

4.  From  the  road  junction  in  the  SW  corner  of  the  Natural 
Area,  looking  nQrth. 

5.  Looking  E  up  the  Cowcamp  Springs  Road,  in  the  Natural  Area. 

6.  From  the  road  junction  in  the  SW  corner  of  the  Natural 
Area,  looking  SE. 

7.  Looking  NW  into  the  Natural  Area. 
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Pinyon  Joshua  Transition 

Research  Natural  Area 


Photo  Documentation 
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STATISTICAL  SUMMARY 


Pinyon  Joshua  Transition 
Research  Natural  Area 

Esmeralda  County,  Nevada 

Las  Vegas  District 


Previously 
Designated  Area 

Contiguous 
Lands  (if  any) 

Acres  Without 

Wilderness  Characteristics 

640 

80,051 

Acres  With 

Wilderness  Characteristics 

Recommended  for  Designation 

0 

,0 

Recommended  Against  Designation 

0 

0 

Ownership  in  Study  Area  (8-1-75) 

BLM 

560 

80,051 

Private 

80 

0 

Total 

80,691 

0 

0 

80,611 

80 

80,691 
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Photo  #1  Looking  east  into  the  Natural  Area  from  its  southwest  edge. 


Photo  #2  Water  tank  at  Big  Spring  development,  in  the  Natural  Area 


Photo  #3  Looking  northeast  into  the  Natural  Area  from  Big  Spring. 


Photo  #4 


From  the  road  junction  in  the 
Natural  Area,  looking  north. 


southwest  comer  of  the 


Photo  #5  Looking  east  up  the  Cowcamp  Springs  Road,  in  the  Natural 
Area. 


Photo  #6  From  the  road  junction  in  the  southwest  corner  of  the 
Natural  Area,  looking  southeast. 


Photo  #7  Looking  northwest  into  the  Natural  Area 


BACKGROUND  INFORMATION 


I.  Statement  of  Previous  Designation 

Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area  was  designated  in  the 
Withdrawal  for  Protection  of  Natural  Area  on  the  Public  Lands,  Public 
Land  Order  3530,  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of  February  4, 

1965,  pages  1193-1194.  It  was  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
appropriation  under  the  public  land  laws,  including  the  mining  laws 
but  not  from  leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws,  for  the 
protection  of  unique  botanical,  geological,  or  zoological 
characteristics  and  of  irreplaceable  scientific  and  recreation  values. 

II.  Significant  Resource  Data 

A.  The  Natural  Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  area  have  been  known 
to  be  inhabited  by  wild  horses. 

B.  The  Natural  Area  represents  the  northern  extreme  of  the  Joshua 
tree. 

C.  The  mining  district  adjacent  to  the  Natural  Area  contains  several 
old  sites  of  historic  interest  and  value  and  is  still  producing 
large  quantities  of  gold,  silver,  copper,  and  other  minerals  of 
economic  value. 

D.  The  Desert  Bighorn  Sheep  (Ovis  canadensis  nelsoni)  are  known  to 
exist  in  the  Silver  Peak  Range.  They  normally  frequent  the 
northern  most  portion  of  the  range  and  probably  do  not  utilize 
the  Natural  Area  but  their  significance  is  important  to  the  area 
because  this  herd  represents  one  of  the  northern  most  extentions 
of  this  population  in  the  State  of  Nevada. 

III.  Description  of  the  Report  Area 

Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area  is  located 
approximately  12  miles  southwest  of  the  town  of  Silver  Peak,  Nevada. 
This  area  is  fairly  remote  from  any  population  centers,  and  the 
primary  travel  through  the  countryside  is  for  mining  access. 
Information  on  the  influence  area  of  this  recommendation,  as  presented 
in  this  regional  discussion  of  the  area  in  URA  Step  4,  is  not 
ava ilable . 

IV.  Summary  of  Public  Participation 

A.  Description  of  Process 

(1)  An  accelerated  intensive  wilderness  inventory  was  conducted 
on  the  designated  Natural  Area.  A  30-day  public  comment 
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period  on  the  results  of  the  inventory  was  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  held  from  January  1  to  January  30, 

1980.  A  workshop  on  the  inventory  results  was  held  in  Las 
Vegas  on  January  9,  1980. 

(2)  The  Statewide  Intensive  Inventory  was  the  final  phase  of  the 
inventory  process  to  determine  an  area’s  wilderness 
potential.  The  Las  Vegas  District  inventoried  eighty-five 
separate  areas  for  their  wilderness  values  during  this 
phase.  The  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area 
was  a  part  of  two  of  these  areas  inventoried.  The  public 
comment  period  began  on  April  1,  1980  and  ended  June  30, 
1980. 

During  the  90-day  public  comment  period  a  news  release  and 
Federal  Register  notice  were  used  to  inform  the  various 
publics  of  the  review  period,  the  opportunity  for  comment, 
and  locations  of  meetings.  The  story  was  carried  widely  in 
Southern  Nevada  newspapers.  Several  local  radio  stations 
and  one  TV  station  covered  the  comment  period.  Both  the 
Lincoln  and  Esmeralda  County  Commissions  as  well  as  the 
Lincoln  County  Conservation  District  Board  were  briefed. 
Several  local  organizations  such  as  Southern  Nevada 
Conservation  Council,  Nevada  Public  Land  Users  Association, 
and  the  Sierra  Club  were  briefed. 


B.  Summary  of  Analysis  of  Comments 

Comments  cited  roads,  mines,  rock-hounding  areas,  and  the  mining 
district  as  detracting  from  naturalness  and  preventing 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation. 

Concern  was  expressed  that  further  study  of  the  area  would 
conflict  with  potential  mineral  resource  values  by  restricting 
exploration,  development,  and  expansion.  The  resulting  fuel 
shortage  would  discourage  travel  and  tourism. 

Comments  supported  wilderness  consideration  of  the  unit  because 
it  contains  the  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area, 
diverse  topography  and  because  of  the  strict  criteria  which  was 
used  for  wilderness  evaluation. 

C.  Response 

Although  comments  were  received  supporting  both  the  presence  and 
absence  of  wilderness  characteristics  in  this  area,  the  BLM  be¬ 
lieves  that  both  the  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural 
Area  and  its  contiguous  roadless  acreage,  units  NV-050-0338A  and 
NV-050-0337,  clearly  lack  wilderness  character.  Evidence  of  man’s 
activities  in  portions  of  the  area  are  substantially  noticeable, 
and  the  remainder  of  the  units  were  determined  to  lack  outstanding 
opportunities  for  both  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  types 
of  recreation. 
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APPENDIX 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY  OF  DESIGNATED  NATURAL  AREA 


An  accelerated  intensive  wilderness  inventory  was  conducted  on  the  designated 
Natural  Area.  A  30-day  public  comment  period  on  the  results  of  the  inventory 
was  announced  in  the  Federal  Register  and  held  from  January  1  to  January  30,  1980. 
A  workshop  on  the  inventory  results  was  held  in  Las  Vegas  on  January  9,  1980. 

Only  two  comments  were  received  during  the  public  review  period.  One  comment 
supported  wilderness  designation  and  the  other  noted  a  lack  of  wilderness 
characteristics . 
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WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I.  LOCATION 

Area  Name:  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Research  Natural  Area 

District:  _ Las  Vegas _  State:  Nevada 

II.  SUMMARY: 


A.  Results  of  wilderness  characteristics  analysis. 

1 .  Does  the  area  or  island  appear  to  be  natural? 

2.  Does  the  area  or  island  offer  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  or  a  primitive 
and  unconfined  type  recreation? 

3.  Does  the  area  meet  any  of  the  size 
requirements? 

4.  Does  the  area  or  island  have  supplemental 
values? 

III.  RECOMMENDATION 


X  yes  _ no 


yes  X  no 


yes  X  no 


yes  X  no 


The  Natural  Area  itself  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study 
because  of  its  small  size  and  the  road  and  spring  development 
intrusions.  There  is  a  possibility  that  when  considered  with 
contiguous  lands,  the  ISA  which  by  itself  lacks  wilderness 
characteristics  may  meet  the  wilderness  criteria.  For  this 
reason,  a  final  recommendation, is  deferred  until  the  intensive 
inventory  of  the  contiguous  roadless  areas,  NV-050-0337  and 
NV-050-0338A,  can  be  completed.  The  Natural  Area  will  then  be 
re-evaluated  for  wilderness  character  along  with  all  contiguous 
roadless  areas. 

IV.  APPROVAL 

A.  District  Manager 

Date 


B.  State  Director 

Date:  _ _  _ _ MAR _ 5  1980 
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INTENSIVE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


NAME  OF  AREA  :  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition 

Natural  Area 


Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  essential  wilderness 
characteristics : 

1.  SIZE: 

Narrative: 

The  Natural  Area  is  located  approximately  12  miles  southwest  of  the 
town  of  Silver  Peak,  Nevada.  Its  legal  description  is:  T.3S.,  R.38E., 
N^,SW%,  ShSEh  Section  32.  The  Natural  Area  contains  560  acres  of 
public  land,  and  was  designated  in  1965  (PLO  3530)  because  it  repre¬ 
sented  the  northern  extreme  of  the  Joshua  Tree.  An  80  acre  parcel 
of  private  land  extends  into  the  section  from  the  eastern  side.  The 
remainder  of  the  Natural  Area  boundary  conforms  to  the  boundary  of 
Section  32.  Three  intrusion  roads  divide  the  Natural  Area  into  four 
areas: 


NE  corner 
SE  corner 
SW  corner 
central 


35  acres 
100  acres 
45  acres 
380  acres 


None  of  these  areas  is  of  sufficient  size  for  further  wilderness  con¬ 
sideration.  However,  they  will  be  considered  along  with  and  as  part  of 
the  large  contiguous  roadless  areas  at  a  later  date. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous  land  and  is 

it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its  preservation  and  use 
in  an  unimpaired  condition?  No. 

2.  NATURALNESS: 


Narrative: 

Three  roads  divide  the  Natural  Area  into  four  small  pieces.  The  road 
crossing  the  SW  corner,  an  access  road  to  the  Mohawk  Mine  10  miles 
further  north,  is  the  most  developed  and  heavily  used.  A  spring 
development  at  Big  Spring  is  also  served  by  this  road,  and  contains 
several  additional  roads,  a  water  tank  and  pipeline  system  (see  photo 
#5) ,  a  post  and  wire  corral  (see  photo  #9) ,  and  loading  chute  of 
heavy  construction.  The  access  roads  are  used  frequently,  and  apparently 
primarily  by  recreationists.  Campfire  rings  were  observed  in  the  area 
of  the  spring.  The  development  is  maintained  by  the  permittee  of  the 
Four  Rent  Allotment. 
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The  road  to  Upper  and  Lower  Cowcamp  Springs  cuts  across  the  southern 
portion  of  the  Natural  Area,  running  northward  into  the  private  parcel 
and  east  into  Clayton  Valley.  The  patented  land  is  a  Stock  Raising 
and  Homestead  Entry  of  1933.  At  the  western  edge  of  the  parcel  is  the 
remains  of  an  abandoned  house  (see  photos  #13  and  14).  There  were 
several  small  tailings  piles  on  the  hill  across  the  road  from  the  old 
house  and  a  barely  noticeable  trail  leading  to  a  possible  old  mineshaft. 

A  third  road  crosses  the  northeast  corner  of  the  Area,  from  the  Cowcamp 
Springs  road  to  Cone  Spring  and  a  mining  development  just  north  of  it. 
All  roads  within  the  Natural  Area  are  well  maintained  with  road  equip¬ 
ment  and  easily  accessible  by  passenger  car.  Except  for  the  spring 
development  and  minor  mining  impacts,  portions  of  the  Area  within  the 
roads  are  natural  and  will  be  considered  with  contiguous  roadless  areas 
at  a  later  date. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  or  island  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 

primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man's 
work  substantially  unnoticeable?  Yes,  portions. 

3.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED 
RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

A.  SOLITUDE : 

Narrative: 

The  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  provides  direction  for  which 
factors  need  to  be  evaluated  to  determine  if  an  outstanding 
opportunity  for  solitude  exists.  "Factors  or  elements  influencing 
solitude  may  include  size,  natural  screening,  and  ability  of  the 
user  to  find  a  secluded  spot.  It  is  the  combination  of  these  and 
similiar  elements  upon  which  an  overall  solitude  determination  will 
be  made." 

Size  -  The  Natural  Area  contains  560  acres,  divided  by  roads  into  four 
areas  .  By  themselves,  none  of  these  areas  is  of  sufficient  size  to 
offer  an  outstanding  opportunity  for  solitude. 

Natural  Screening  -  The  topography  is  rolling  hills  with  several 
winding  washes.  Rock  outcrops  occur  occasionally  along  the  hillsides. 
The  vegetation  is  primarily  sagebrush  species  of  low  height  and  medium 
density.  A  few  scattered  joshua  trees  can  be  found  along  the  hilltops 
(see  photo  #16)  but  no  pinyon  trees  were  observed.  Vegetation  at  the 
local  springs  is  lush  and  green.  Overall  natural  screening  is  adequate 
for  a  limited  opportunity  for  solitude,  primarily  in  the  heavily 
vegetated  washes.  However,  frequent  travel  on  the  intrusion  roads  is 
easily  audible  and  visible,  and  the  development  at  Big  Spring  impacts 
the  entire  SW  corner. 

Ability  of  the  user  to  find  a  secluded  spot  -  The  hills  and  large 
vegetated  washes  would  provide  some  secluded  spots.  The  largest 
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roadless  piece  of  the  Natural  Area,  in  the  center,  would  provide 
the  best  feeling  of  seclusion.  The  roads  and  nearby  developments 
would  not  be  visible  from  the  center  of  this  area,  however,  its  small 
size  would  provide  only  a  small  number  of  secluded  spots. 

Conclusion  -  The  moderate  natural  screening  and  the  three  well-travelled 
roads  through  the  Natural  Area  limit  the  opportunity  for  solitude  to  a 
very  few  secluded  spots  in  the  center  of  the  section.  By  itself,  the 
Natural  Area  does  not  offer  an  outstanding  opportunity  for  solitude.  It 
will  be  considered  along  with  and  as  part  of  the  contiguous  roadless 
areas  at  a  later  date. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude?  No. 

B.  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION 
Narrat ive : 

The  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  provides  direction  in  evaluating 
an  area  for  outstanding  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation.  MAn 
area  may  possess  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive  and  un¬ 
confined  type  of  recreation  either  through  the  diversity  in  the 
number  of  primitive  and  unconfined  recreational  activities  possible 
in  the  inventory  unit  or  the  outstanding  quality  of  one  opportunity." 

1.  Recreational  Opportunities  Available  - 

a.  Chukar  Hunting 

b.  Hiking 

c.  Camping 

d.  Horseback  Riding 

2.  Quality  of  Recreational  Opportunities  -  Present  recreational 
use  of  this  area  is  primarily  for  chukar  hunting,  with  some 
exploration  of  the  old  mining  areas  for  old  bottles  and  other 
curiosities.  Hiking  and  camping  are  possible  and  would  be 
enhanced  by  the  availability  of  water  at  the  several  springs 
in  the  Natural  Area.  Horseback  riding  is  also  possible, 
though  restricted  by  the  slope  of  the  hills  and  the  occasion¬ 
ally  dense  vegetation  in  the  washes.  The  quality  of  hunting 
in  the  area  is  thought  to  be  very  good,  but  the  overall 
quality  of  primitive  recreational  activities  in  the  Natural 
Area  was  determined  to  be  less  than  outstanding. 

3.  Conclusion  -  There  are  several  primitive  recreational  activities 
available  in  the  Natural  Area,  however,  neither  their  diversity 
nor  their  quality  was  found  to  be  outstanding.  By  itself,  the 
Natural  Area  does  not  offer  an  outstanding  opportunity  for 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation.  It  will  be  considered 
along  with  and  as  part  of  the  contiguous  roadless  areas  at  a 
later  date. 
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Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive 

and  unconfined  type  of  recreation?  No. 

4 .  SUPPLEMENTAL  VALUES 

Narrative: 

No  supplemental  values  are  known  to  exist  in  the  Natural  Area. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features 

of  scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value?  No. 
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INTENSIVE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


NV-050-0337 

NV-050-0337A 


Company  Spring 


Las  Vegas  District 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I .  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No. :  NV-050-0337 ,  NV-050— 0337A 

Area  Name:  _ Company  Spring _ 

District:,  Las  Vegas  State:  Nevada 

II.  SUMMARY 


A.  Results  of  wilderness  characteristics  analysis. 


1. 

Does  the  area  or  island  appear  to  be  natural? 

X 

yes 

no 

2. 

Does  the  area  or  island  offer  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  or  a  primitive 
and  unconfined  type  recreation? 

yes 

X  no 

3. 

Does  the  area  meet  any  of  the  sire 
requirements? 

X 

yes 

no 

4. 

Does  the  area  or  island  have  supplemental 
values? 

X 

yes 

no 

III.  RECOMMENDATION 


Area  or  island  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA. 

Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study. 

_ A  portion  of  the  area  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA  for  further 

study  and  reported  to  the  President.  The  restrictions  imposed 
by  Section  603  will  no  longer  apply  (reference  to  map)  on  the 
remainder  of  the  area. 
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INTENSIVE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


Unit  Number  NV-050-0337,  NV-050-0337A 
Unit  Name  Company  Spring 


Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  essential  wilderness 

characteristics: 

1.  SIZE 

Narrative : 

NV-050-0337:  The  unit  is  located  just  southwest  of  the  town 
of  Silver  Peak,  and  contains  25,206  acres  of  public  land.  The 
southern  boundary  is  formed  by  the  Cowcamp  Spring  road,  the  eastern 
boundary  is  two  powerline  roads,  the  northern  boundary  is 
partially  the  Nivloc  Road  and  partially  skirts  the  mining 
impacts  of  the  Nivloc  and  Mohawk  Mines,  and  the  western  boundary 
accesses  the  Mohawk  Mine  from  Silver  Peak  via  Cowcamp  Spring. 

Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Natural  Area  is  located  at  the  south¬ 
western  corner  of  the  unit. 

Documented  intrusion  roads  separate  two  sections  away  from  the 
original  unit.  An  unnamed  mining  access  road  cuts  off  the  eastern 
corner,  NV-050-0337I ,  containing  5,206  acres.  A  well-maintained 
road  connecting  upper  Cowcamp  Spring  with  Cone  Spring  and  mining 
developments  on  adjacent  private  land  separates  an  area  of  620 
acres  away.  This  area  is  labelled  NV-050-0337K  and  includes 
most  of  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Natural  Area  that  is  contained 
in  this  unit.  The  area  is  less  than  the  minimum  5,000  acres 
and  does  not  meet  the  size  criteria.  The  original  unit, 
NV-050-0337,  now  contains  19,380  acres.  Both  0337  and  03371  are 
of  sufficient  size  for  further  wilderness  evaluation. 

NV-050-0337A  -  The  unit  is  located  just  west  of  the  town  of  Silver 
Peak  and  just  north  of  unit  NV-050-0337.  It  contains  10,880 
acres  of  public  land.  The  northern  boundary  is  partially  the  road 
to  Valcalda  Spring  and  partially  the  Coyote  Road,  the  western 
boundary  skirts  mining  impacts  including  the  Mohawk  Mine,  and  the 
southern  boundary  partially  skirts  the  impacts  of  the  Nivloc 
Mine  and  partially  follows  the  Nivloc  Road. 

Documented  intrusion  roads  separated  a  small  area  of  105  acres, 
labelled  NV-050-0337 J,  away  from  the  original  unit.  This  area  con¬ 
tains  less  than  the  minimum  5,000  acres  and  does  not  meet  the 
size  criteria.  Unit  NV-050-0337A  contains  10,775  acres  and  was 
further  evaluated  for  wilderness  character. 
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Summary:  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous 

land  and  is  it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its 
preservation  and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition?  Yes. 

2.  NATURALNESS 
Narrative : 

NV-050-0337  -  Two  intrusion  roads  are  located  in  the  northwestern 
corner,  there  is  a  way  in  the  southwestern  corner,  and  intrusion 
roads  extend  into  the  unit  from  both  the  southern  and  eastern 
boundaries.  A  reservoir  is  located  along  the  eastern  intrusion 
road.  These  intrusions  impact  10,150  acres  of  the  unit,  leaving 
an  area  of  9,230  acres  appearing  natural. 

NV-050-0337I  -  There  are  two  intrusion  roads  extending  from  the 
eastern  boundary,  leading  to  mines.  A  building  and  powerline 
spur  are  located  in  the  northeastern  corner.  The  powerline  boundaries 
also  impact  the  unit.  The  narrow  configuration,  primarily  level 
terrain,  and  low  vegetative  screening  enhance  the  visual  impacts 
of  these  intrusions.  The  entire  unit  has  been  affected  by  man’s 
activities,  and  there  is  no  natural  portion  to  further  evaluate 
for  wilderness  character. 

NV-050-0337A  -  There  are  a  number  of  mines  located  along  the  western 
and  northern  boundary  roads.  A  short  intrusion  road  extends  into 
the  northern  portion  of  the  unit.  These  intrusions  impact  5,850 
acres,  leaving  an  area  of  5,030  acres  appearing  natural. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  or  island  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 

primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man’s 
work  substantially  unnoticeable?  Yes,  portions. 

3.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED 
RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

A.  SOLITUDE 

Narrative : 

The  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  provides  direction  for  which  factors 
need  to  be  evaluated  to  determine  if  an  outstanding  opportunity 
for  solitude  exists.  "Factors  or  elements  influencing  solitude 
may  include  size,  natural  screening,  and  ability  of  the  user 
to  find  a  secluded  spot.  It  is  the  combination  of  these  and 
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similar  elements  upon  which  an  overall  solitude  determination  will 
be  made.” 

NV-050-0337 


Size  -  The  natural  portion  of  the  unit  contains  9,230  acres  in 
a  roughly  oval  shape.  It  is  approximately  5  miles  in  length 
and  3  miles  in  width,  and  is  of  sufficient  size  and  configuration 
to  offer  some  opportunity  for  solitude. 

Natural  Screening  -  The  topography  is  formed  by  the  eastern  slope 
of  the  Silver  Peak  Range,  including  the  area  around  Sheep  Mountain 
Topographic  screening  is  fairly  good  in  the  small  canyons  and 
draws.  The  vegetation  is  blackbrush  and  other  low  desert  shrubs 
on  the  low  level  areas,  changing  gradually  to  include  joshua  trees 
and  then  to  pinyon/ juniper  at  the  higher  elevations.  Vegetative 
screening  is  adequate  to  provide  some  opportunity  for  solitude. 

Ability  of  the  User  to  Find  a  Secluded  Spot  -  The  vegetative 
and  topographic  screening  are  adequate  at  the  highest  elevations 
to  offer  some  secluded  spots  in  the  canyons  and  among  the  thicker 
stands  of  pinyon/ juniper .  However,  the  predominantly  sparse 
vegetation  and  the  small  size  of  the  canyons  and  draws  allow 
individuals  to  be  readily  visible  to  any  other  users  in  the 
surrounding  area. 

Conclusion  -  The  size  and  natural  screening  of  the  natural  area 
are  adequate  to  offer  some  opportunity  for  solitude,  but  the 
availability  of  secluded  spots  is  limited  and  the  opportunity 
for  solitude  is  generally  less  than  outstanding. 

NV-050-0337A 

Size  -  The  natural  portion  of  the  unit  contains  5,030  acres  in 
a  roughly  oval  shape  about  4  miles  in  length  and  2^  miles  in 
width.  This  size  is  relatively  small  to  offer  solitude  but  the 
regularity  of  its  shape  allows  it  to  offer  some  opportunity. 

Natural  Screening  -  The  topography  is  formed  by  the  eastern  slope 
of  the  Silver  Peak  Range,  primarily  the  area  around  Red  Mountain. 
Topographic  screening  is  fairly  good  in  a  number  of  short 
canyons  and  small  draws.  The  vegetation  is  blackbrush  and  other 
low  desert  shrubs,  changing  gradually  to  include  joshua  trees, 
and  then  to  pinyon/ juniper  at  the  higher  elevations.  Vegetative 
screening  is  adequate  to  provide  some  opportunity  for  solitude. 
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Ability  of  the  User  to  Find  a  Secluded  Spot  -  The  vegetative  and 
topographic  screening  are  adequate  at  the  highest  elevations 
to  offer  some  secluded  spots  in  the  canyons  and  among  the  thicker 
stands  of  pinyon/ juniper .  However,  the  small  size  of  the  natural 
area,  the  predominantly  sparse  vegetation,  and  the  shortness  of 
the  canyons  severely  limits  the  availability  of  secluded  spots 
and  their  quality.  These  characteristics  allow  individuals 
seeking  solitude  to  be  readily  visible  to  any  other  users  in  the 
surrounding  area. 

Conclusion  -  The  size,  configuration,  and  natural  screening 
are  adequate  to  provide  some  opportunity  for  solitude,  but  this 
opportunity  is  limited  by  the  natural  area's  relatively  small 
size  and  low  availability  of  secluded  spots. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude? 

No. 


B.  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION 
Narrative : 

The  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  provides  direction  in  evaluating 
an  area  for  outstanding  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 

"An  area  may  possess  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive 
and  unconfined  type  of  recreation  either  through  the.  diversity 
in  the  number  of  primitive  and  unconfined  recreational  activities 
possible  in  the  inventory  unit  or  the  outstanding  quality  of  one 
opportunity." 

The  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation  in  units  NV-050-0337 

and  NV-050-0377A  were  considered  to  be  so  similar  that  the  evaluations 

of  this  wilderness  characteristic  were  combined. 

1.  Recreational  Opportunities  Available: 


a. 

Horseback  Riding 

d. 

Nature  Study 

b. 

Hiking 

e. 

Sightseeing 

c. 

Camping 

f . 

Hunting 

2.  Quality  of  Recreational  Opportunities  -  Hiking  and  camping 
would  be  the  highest  quality  activities  available  because  of 
the  existing  variety  of  terrain  and  vegetative  screening. 
Valcalda  Spring,  located  in  the  northwestern  corner  of 
0337A,  was  identified  in  the  statewide  recreation  survey  made 
by  the  Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Association  (NORA)  and  in  the 
BLM's  recommended  C&MU  classification  of  Esmeralda  county 
of  1968  as  a  potential  campsite.  However,  there  are  no 
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designated  or  developed  campsites  or  trails  in  the  area. 

The  several  springs  or  peaks  would  provide  hiking  destinations, 
but  there  are  no  unique  objectives  or  attractions  of  interest 
to  seek  out.  Hunting  would  be  a  possible  activity  in  the  area. 
Deer,  chukar,  and  quail  were  observed  during  the  field 
inventory. 

Horseback  riding  is  restricted  to  the  more  level  portions  of 
the  natural  areas.  Nature  study  and  sightseeing  are  limited 
in  quality  because  of  the  monotypic  environment  of  most  of 
the  area.  Views  out  onto  the  Clayton  Valley  might  be  of  some 

interest . 

3.  Conclusion  -  There  are  a  number  of  primitive  recreational 

activities  available  in  these  units,  however,  their  diversity 
was  not  found  to  be  outstanding  and  their  quality  was  limited 
by  the  lack  of  specific  attractions  and  the  general  lack  of 
environmental  diversity. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive 

and  unconfined  type  of  recreation?  No. 

4 .  SUPPLEMENTAL  VALUES 

Narrative : 

Both  units  are  known  tc  be  inhabited  by  wild  horses. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features 

of  scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value? 

Yes . 
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SITUATION  EVALUATION 
I*.  WILDERNESS  UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 

Area/Island  Name  (if  available) :  Company  Spring 

Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-050-0337 _ 

State:  Nevada _ _  District:  Las  Vegas 


II.  UNIT  ANALYSIS 

Describe  the  following  applicable  factors  in  a  concise  narrative^ 
use  additional  sheets  if  necessary;  supplement  with  photographs. 

A.  Ownership 

160  acres  in  private  ownership;  29,982  acres  Federally  owned. 

B.  Size  of  unit  or  number  and  size  estimates  of  multiple  units 

One  unit  of  30,142  acres. 

C.  Easements 

None  known. 

D.  Leases 

None  known. 

E.  Mining  claims 

199  lode  claims;  320  acres  of  placer  claims. 

F.  Permanent  improvements 

Communication  site,  water  trough  and  reservoir. 

G.  Existing  uses 

Ranching,  mineral  exploration. 

H.  Human  activity 

General  recreation. 

I.  Land  treatment/manipulations 

None  known. 

J.  General  vegetation  and  topographic  features  The  general  vegetation 

consists  primarily  of  low-growing  desert  shrubs  with  a  scattering  of 
Joshua  and' Pinion/ Juniper  trees.  The  topography,  varies  from  a 
sloping  bajada  to  a  rolling,  hilly  and  mountainous  terrain. 

K.  Contiguous  lands  N/A. 
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III.  UNIT  EVALUAT ION 


A.  Select  one  of  the  following: 


The  area  appears  to  have  potential  for  further 
wilderness  consideration. 


The  area  obviously  and  clearly  does  not  have 
potential  for  wilderness. 


Explain  your  rationale  for  selection. 

Due  to  size  and  apparent  naturalness,  the  unit  should  remain 
in  the  review  process  for  further  study 


B.  Is  area  or  island  of  sufficient  size? 

Yes. 

C.  Is  there  enough  public  support  for  intensive  wilderness 
inventory  of  the  area  or  island  or  any  part? 

Unknown. 


IV.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION  (Check  appropriate  block.) 


Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  for  intensive 
wilderness  inventory. 


B.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying 
for  further  inventory  and  should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness 
review  process. 


V.  APPROVAL 


AUG  2  1  '979 


Act/ng 


DISTRICT  MANAGER 


DATE 


Unit  No.:  NV- 050- 033 7 
Unit  Name:  Company  Spring 


VI.  AMENDMENT 

A.  Public  comment  included  information  on  mining,  road,  range 
improvement,  and  communication  site  impacts.  A  field  review 
of  the  unit  verified  many  of  these  intrusions.  Two  small 
areas  at  the  east  end  of  the  main  intrusion  road  have  been 
cut  off  by  a  road  on  the  north  and  a  powerline  to  the  south. 
The  area  to  the  north  is  designated  NV-050-0337B  (B-l)  and 
contains  410  acres.  The  southern  area  is  NV-050-0337C  (B-l) 
and  contains  349  acres.  Another  intrusion  road  was  found 

to  continue  across  the  northwestern  corner  to  the  western 
boundary,  separating  an  area  of  4,418  acres,  designated 
NV-Q50-0337D  (B-l),  from  the  unit.  A  small  intrusion  road 
road  along  the  western  boundary  separates  an  area  of  160 
acres,  designated  NV-050-0337D  (B-l),  from  that  side  of 
the  unit.  Two  additional  areas  were  eliminated  because  of 
heavy  road  and  mining  impacts.  Unit  NV-050-0337F  (B-2) 
surrounds  the  Nivloc  Mine  in  the  center  of  the  unit  and  is 
4,532  acres.  An  area  of  4,939  acres  surrounds  the  Mohawk 
Mine  to  the  west,  designated  NV-050-0337G  (B-2).  The  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  unit  is  divided  into  two  sections  by  these 
deletions.  Unit  NV-050-0337A  (A)  is  the  northern  section 
and  contains  10,880  acres.  The  southern  section  is  NV-050- 
0337  (A)  and  contains  25,206  acres.  A  small  area  of  232 
acres  was  removed  from  this  section  along  the  southwest 
boundary  because  of  an  80  acre  private  parcel  with  asso¬ 
ciated  access  road.  This  area  was  designated  NV-050-0337H 
(B-l). 

B.  Units  NV-050-0337B,  C,  D,  E,  and  H  are  each  less  than  5,000 
acres  and  of  insufficient  size  for  further  wilderness  review. 
Units  NV-050-0337F  and  G  are  unnatural  and  do  not  qualify 
for  further  inventory. 

C.  Revised  acreage: 


NV- 05 0-03 3 7 

51,126 

acres 

MV- 050- 033 7B 

410 

acres 

NV-050-0337C 

349 

acres 

NV-050-0337D 

4,418 

acres 

NV-050-0337E 

160 

acres 
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Unit  No.:  NV-050-0337  con't... 


NV-050-0337F 

NV-050-0337G 

NV-050-0337H 

Total 

(NV-050-0337 
(NV-050- 033  7A 


4,532  acres 
4,939  acres 
232  acres 
36,086  acres 

25,206  acres) 

10,880  acres) 


VII.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION 

_ Area  is  recommended  for  intensive  inventory. 

_  Area  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying  for  further  inventory 

and  should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness  review  process. 

X  Portions  of  this  unit  are  recommended  for  intensive  inventory. 


Field  Review 


District  Wilderness  Specialist 


Date 


_ 9jz 

Date 
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INTENSIVE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
NV-050-0338 
NV-050-0338A 
Silver  Peak  Range 


Las  Vegas  District 


WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS  SUMMARY  SHEET 


I.  LOCATION 

Inventory  Unit  No. :  NV-050-0338A _ _ 

Area  Name :  _ _ South  Silver  Peak  Range  _ ___ _ 

District:  Las  Vegas  _ _  State:  Nevada _ 

II.  SUMMARY 

A.  Results  of  wilderness  characteristics  analysis. 

_ no 

X _ no 

_ _ no 

_ no 

III.  RECOMMENDATION 

_ _  Area  or  island  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA. 

X  Area  or  island  does  not  qualify  for  wilderness  study. 

_  A  portion  of  the  area  should  be  approved  as  a  WSA  for  further 

study  and  reported  to  the  President.  The  restrictions  imposed 
by  Section  603  will  no  longer  apply  (reference  to  map)  on  the 
remainder  of  the  area. 


1.  Does  the  area  or  island  appear  to  be  natural?  X  yes 

2.  Does  the  area  or  island  offer  outstanding 

opportunities  for  solitude  or  a  primitive 

and  unconfined  type  of  recreation?  _ yes 

3.  Does  the  area  meet  any  of  the  size 

requirements?  X  yes 

4.  Does  the  area  or  island  have  supplemental 

values?  X  yes 


IV. 


APPROVAL 

A.  District  Manager: 

Date : 

B.  State  Director: 

Date : 
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INTENSIVE  WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 


Unit  Number  NV-050-0338 
Unit  Name  Silver  Peak  Range 

Explain  by  a  concise  narrative  the  following  essential  wilderness 
characteristics : 

1.  SIZE 

Narrative: 

NV-050-0338 

The  unit  is  located  about  10  miles  west  of  the  town  of  Silver  Peak 
in  Esmeralda  county.  It  contains  72,779  acres  of  public  land. 

The  northern  boundary  is  formed  by  the  Cave  Spring  road,  the 
eastern  boundary  is  formed  by  the  Argentite  Canyon  and  the  Mud 
Spring  roads,  the  southern  boundary  is  the  McAfee  Canyon  Road, 
and  the  western  boundary  is  formed  by  the  Dyer  Ranch  Read,  follows 
the  boundaries  of  private  land  holdings,  continues  down  the  Fish 
Lake  Road,  runs  into  the  Fish  Lake-McAfee  Canyon  Road  and  follows 
that  into  the  McAfee  Canyon  Road. 

Documented  intrusion  roads  were  found  to  divide  the  unit  into 
three  portions.  Two  of  these  portions  are  each  less  than  5,000 
acres  and,  therefore,  are  of  insufficient  size  for  further 
wilderness  consideration. 

NV-050-0338N:  450  acres 

NV-050-03380:  350  acres 

Total  acres  dropped:  800  acres 

The  remaining  portion,  NV-050-0338,  contains  71,979  acres  of  public 
land  and  has  been  intensively  inventoried  for  wilderness  character. 

NV-050-0338A 


The  unit  is  located  about  12  miles  southwest  of  the  town  of  Silver 
Peak  and  directly  south  of  unit  NV-050-0338.  It  contains  54,845 
acres  of  public  land.  The  northern  boundary  is  the  McAfee  Canyon 
road,  and  the  eastern  boundary  consists  of  the  lower  portion  of 
the  Mud  Spring  road,  the  Big  Spring  road,  an  unnamed  road  stretching 
southwest  from  T.4S.,  R.3SE.,S10  to  T.4S.,  R.38E.,  S.19,  and 
another  unnamed  road  starting  in  T.4S.,  R.38E.,  S.19  and  ending 
where  it  meets  the  southeastern  boundary  road  in  T.5S.,  R.38E., 

S.6.  The  southeastern  boundary  road  is  the  Oasis  Divide  road, 
and  the  southwestern  boundary  road  starts  with  the  western  fork 


of  the  Oasis  Divide  Road,  continues  along  the  White  Wolf  Canyon 
Road,  joins  the  White  Wolf  Canyon-Lookout  Mine  Road,  and  is 
completed  by  an  unnamed  road  starting  in  T.4S.,  R.36E.,  S.14  and 
ending  in  T.3S.,  R.36E.,  S.30. 

Documented  intrusion  roads  were  found  to  divide  the  unit  into 
13  portions.  Ten  of  these  portions  are  each  less  than  5,000  acres 
and  therefore,  are  of  insufficient  size  for  further  wilderness 
consideration. 


NV-050-0338B 

370 

acres 

NV-050-0338E 

1,710 

acres 

NV-050-0338F 

660 

acres 

NV-050-0338G 

920 

acres 

NV-050-0338H 

265 

acres 

NV-050-0338I 

295 

acres 

NV-050-0338J 

150 

acres 

NV-050-0338K 

110 

acres 

NV-050-G338L 

1,000 

acres 

NV-050-0338M 

1,090 

acres 

Total  acres  dropped 

6,570 

acres 

The  remaining  portions  each  contain  over  5,000  acres  and  have  been 
intensively  inventoried  for  wilderness  character. 

NV-050-0338A:  21,670  acres 

NV-050-0338C:  15,440  acres 

NV-050-0338D:  10,205  acres 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  at  least  5,000  acres  of  contiguous  land 

and  is  it  of  sufficient  size  to  make  practicable  its  preservation 
and  use  in  an  unimpaired  condition?  Yes,  four  units. 

2.  NATURALNESS 

Narrative: 

NV-050-0338 


The  changed  boundary  for  this  unit  is  the  same  with  two  exceptions. 
In  the  centers  of  the  northern  and  western  boundaries,  two  small 
areas  have  been  separated  away  from  the  main  unit  by  mining  access 
roads  (sections  N  and  0). 

The  unit  is  impacted  by  intrusion  roads  extending  from  every 
boundary,  many  of  them  leading  to  mines.  One  of  the  intrusion 
roads  extending  from  the  northern  boundary  turns  into  a  way  and 
crosses  the  northeastern  corner  of  the  unit  for  3  miles.  The 
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boundary  of  the  natural  portion  of  the  unit  is  withdrawn  from  the 
unit  boundaries  to  avoid  the  impacts  of  these  intrusions.  The 
extensive  development  on  the  farms  and  ranches  west  of  the  unit  in 
Fish  Lake  Valley  also  impacts  the  western  portion  of  the  unit.  The 
effects  of  man’s  activities  both  within  and  outside  the  unit 
boundaries  cause  33,729  acres  to  appear  unnatural.  The  remaining 
natural  portion  of  this  unit  contains  38,250  acres. 

NV-050-0238A 


Changed  boundaries  for  this  unit  are  the  White  Wolf  Canyon  road  to 
the  west,  and  parts  of  several  unnamed  mining  access  roads  to 
the  south  and  the  northeast. 

There  are  intrusion  roads  extending  into  the  unit  from  the  western, 
southern,  and  eastern  boundaries.  Most  of  these  lead  to  mines, 
and  £here  is  a  heavy  concentration  of  mining  activity  to  the  south. 

A  corral  and  water tank  are  located  in  the  eastern  corner.  The 
level  terrain  near  the  boundaries  enhances  the  impacts  of  these 
intrusions  and  a  total  of  13,090  acres  appears  unnatural.  The 
remaining  natural  portion  of  this  unit  contains  8,580  acres. 

Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Natural  Area  is  located  along  the 
northeastern  boundary  and  is  not  included  in  the  portion  of  the  unit 
meeting  the  naturalness  criteria. 

NV-050-0338C 


This  unit  is  the  western  half  of  the  original  0338A  unit.  Its 
eastern  boundary  is  the  White  Wolf  Canyon  road,  its  northern 
boundary  is  the  McAfee  Canyon  road,  and  the  remaining  boundaries 
are  parts  of  several  mining  access  roads. 

There  are  several  intrusion  roads  extending  into  the  unit  from  the 
southern  and  southwestern  boundaries,  surrounded  by  and  leading 
to  numerous  mines.  A  dump  is  located  along  the  western  boundary 
and  is  associated  with  the  extensive  developments  on  the  adjacent 
private  lands.  The  farms  and  ranches  just  outside  the  unit  boundary 
have  a  severe  impact  on  the  naturalness  of  this  area.  The 
cumulative  effect  of  these  intrusions  causes  12,940  acres  to 
appear  unnatural.  A  small  area, 2,500  acres,  near  the  northern 
boundary,  is  all  that  remains  natural. 

NV-050-0338D 


This  unit  is  the  southern  end  of  the  original  0338A  unit.  Its 
boundaries  are  formed  by  mining  and  ranching  access  roads  except  for 
a  powerline  to  the  southeast.  Intrusion  roads  extend  into  the  unit 
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from  the  western,  southern,  and  eastern  boundaries,  leading  to 
mines.  The  northeastern  area  is  particularly  impacted  by  mining 
activity.  A  fenceline  crosses  the  center  of  the  unit  from  east 
to  west,  and  developments  on  adjacent  private  lands  are  obtrusive. 
These  intrusions  cause  most  of  the  unit,  9,545  acres,  to  appear 
unnatural.  A  small  area,  660  acres,  around  Pike  Mountain  in  the 
southern  portion,  is  all  that  remains  natural. 


NV-050-0338 

NV-050-0338A 

NV-050-0338C 

NV-050-0338D 

Total 


38,250  acres 
8,580  acres 
2,500  acres 
660  acres 

49,990  acres  meet  the  naturalness 

criteria  for  further  wilderness 
evaluation. 


Summary:  Does  the  area  or  island  generally  appear  to  have  been  affected 


primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  with  the  imprint  of  man’s 
work  substantially  unnoticeable?  Yes,  four  portions. 


3.  OUTSTANDING  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED 
RECREATION  ANALYSIS 

A.  SOLITUDE 

Narrative: 


The  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  provides  direction  for  which 
factors  need  to  be  evaluated  to  determine  if  an  outstanding 
opportunity  for  solitude  exists.  "Factors  or  elements 
influencing  solitude  may  include  size,  natural  screening,  and 
ability  of  the  user  to  find  a  secluded  spot.  It  is  the 
combination  of  these  and  similar  elements  upon  which  an  overall 
solitude  determination  will  be  made." 

NV-050-0338 

Size:  The  natural  portion  of  the  unit  contains  38,250  acres 

in  an  irregular  shape.  A  large  oval  area  to  the  south  is 
approximately  8  miles  long  and  5  miles  wide.  This  size  and 
configuration  are  adequate  to  offer  an  opportunity  for  solitude. 

Natural  Screening:  The  topography  is  mountainous  and  includes 
Piper  Peak,  a  familar  peak  in  this  area.  There  are  several 
lesser  peaks  and  rolling  hills  to  provide  topographic  screening. 
The  terrain  slopes  downward  toward  the  boundaries,  becoming 
flat  outwash  plains  and  bajadas.  The  vegetation  is  blackbrush 
at  the  lower  elevations,  changing  to  mountain  mahogany  and 
manzanita,  and  finally  changing  to  pinyon/ juniper  at  the  central, 
highest  elevations.  The  best  natural  screening  is  provided 
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9 


by  the  topographic  relief  of  the  Silver  Peak  Range,  but  the 
central  part  of  the  natural  area  offers  adequate  vegetative 
screening  to  provide  an  opportunity  for  solitude. 

Ability  of  the  User  to  Find  a  Secluded  Spot:  The  size  and 
natural  screening  of  the  natural  area  provide  a  number  of 
secluded  spots.  While  the  availability  of  these  spots  is  good, 
it  is  considered  limited  because  a  user  is  still  visible  to 
other  users  at  higher  elevations.  The  vegetative  screening 
is  not  sufficient  in  proportion  to  the  topography  to  provide 
ready  access  to  a  large  number  of  secluded  spots. 

Conclusion:  The  size,  configuration,  and  natural  screening 

are  adequate  to  offer  an  opportunity  for  solitude,  but  the 
opportunity  was  limited  to  less  than  outstanding  by  the 
availability  of  secluded  spots. 

NV-050-0338A 


Size:  The  natural  portion  of  this  unit  contains  8,580  acres  in 

a  rectangular  shape,  approximately  5  miles  in  length  and  2% 
miles  in  width.  This  size  and  configuration  are;  adequate 
to  offer  an  opportunity  for  solitude. 

Natural  Screening:  The  topography  is  mountainous,  ranging  from 
low  peaks  to  rolling  hills.  These  provide  adequate  topographic 
screening  for  an  opportunity  for  solitude.  The  vegetation  is 
primarily  blackbrush  and  other  low  desert  shrubs.  There  are 
some  pinyon/juniper  at  the  northern  end,  but  vegetative  screening 
is  generally  limited. 

Ability  of  the  User  to  Find  a  Secluded  Spot:  The  short  canyons 
and  draws  available  provide  a  number  of  secluded  spots.  The 
poor  vegetative  screening  limits  their  quality,  however,  and 
allows  the  sights  and  sounds  of  other  users  to  intrude  easily 
into  most  of  these  spots. 

Conclusion:  The  size  and  topographic  screening  are  sufficient 

to  offer  an  opportunity  for  solitude,  but  the  poor  vegetative 
screening  and  low  availability  of  secluded  spots  limit  the 
opportunity  for  solitude  to  less  than  outstanding. 

NV-050-0338C 


Size:  The  natural  portion  of  the  unit  contains  2,500  acres 

in  a  circular  shape  approximately  two  miles  in  diameter. 
Although  this  configuration  enhances  the  opportunity  for 
solitude,  the  size  of  the  area  is  inadequate. 
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Natural  Screening:  The  topography  is  mountainous,  just 
west  of  Sugar  Peak.  The  low  peaks  and  rolling  hills  provide 
topographic  screening,  but  also  permit  views  of  the  adjacent 
private  developments  from  many  points.  The  vegetation  is 
primarily  blackbrush  and  other  low  desert  shrubs,  with 
scattered  pinyon/ juniper  to  the  north.  The  natural  screening 
provides  some  opportunity  for  solitude. 

Ability  of  the  User  to  Find  a  Secluded  Spot:  The  small  size 
and  poor  vegetative  screening  in  the  natural  area  would 
seriously  limit  the  availability  of  secluded  spots. 

Conclusion:  The  opportunity  for  solitude  was  found  to  be 
less  than  outstanding  because  of  the  natural  area's  small 
size  and  unavailability  of  secluded  spots. 

NV-050-0338D 


Size:  The  natural  area  of  the  unit  contains  660  acres  in  an 

oval  shape.  This  size  is  inadequate  to  provide  an  opportunity 
for  solitude. 

Natural  Screening:  The  topography  is  low  peaks  and  rolling 
hills,  vegetated  primarily  with  blackbrush  and  some  scattered 
piny or /juniper.  The  topographic  screening  would  provide  some 
opportunity  for  solitude,  but  the  vegetative  screening  is 
minimal. 

Ability  of  the  User  to  Find  a  Secluded  Spot:  The  small  canyons 
and  draws  would  provide  some  secluded  spots,  though  these  would 
be  few  in  this  small  area  and  of  low  quality  because  of  the 
insufficient  vegetative  screening. 

Conclusion:  The  opportunity  for  solitude  is  not  outstanding 

because  of  the  extremely  small  size  of  the  natural  area,  the 
poor  natural  screening,  and  the  unavailability  of  secluded  spots. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude? 

No. 


B.  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  RECREATION 
Narrative: 

The  Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook  provides  direction  in  eval¬ 
uating  an  area  for  outstanding  primitive  and  unconfined  re¬ 
creation.  "An  area  may  possess  outstanding  opportunities  for 
a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation  either 
through  the  diversity  in  the  number  of  primitive  and  uncon¬ 
fined  recreational  activities  possible  in  the  inventory  unit 
or  the  outstanding  quality  of  one  opportunity. 
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Recreational  Opportunities  Available: 


1. 

Hiking 

2. 

Camping 

3. 

Hunting 

A. 

Horseback  Riding 

5. 

Nature  Study 

6. 

Sightseeing 

Quality  of  Recreational  Opportunities:  Hiking  would  be  the 
best  available  activity  because  of  the  diversity  in  terrain 
and  the  relatively  large  size  of  the  natural  area  in  unit  0338. 

The  Nevada  Outdoor  Recreation  Association  (NORA)  survey  has 
recognized  the  Piper  Peak  area  as  having  potential  as  a  primitive 
area.  The  recreational  opportunities  in  this  area  are  the  highest 
quality  of  all  four  units.  The  vegetation  and  topography  are 
adequate  to  offer  some  shelter  for  campsites.  There  are  some 
attractions  to  seek  out,  such  as  Piper  Peak  in  0338  and  Sugar  Peak 
in  0338C,  but  these  are  few.  The  generally  monotypic  environ¬ 
ment  limits  nature  study  and  sightseeing,  though  an  occasional 
glimpse  of  the  distant  Sierras  is  available.  No  game  animals 
were  observed,  but  hunting  is  assumed  to  be  a  possible  activity. 
Horsebahk  riding  would  be  of  best  quality  in  those  areas  of 
less  topographic  relief,  units  0338C  and  0338D. 

Conclusion:  Opportunities  in  0338C  and  0338D  were  found  to 
be  limited  by  the  small  size  of  the  natural  areas.  In  0338 
and  0338A  the  opportunity  for  primitive  recreation  was 
determined  to  be  less  than  outstanding  because  of  the 
monotypic  environment  and  the  limited  objectives  or 
attractions  in  the  area. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  have  outstanding  opportunities  for  a  primitive 
and  unconfined  type  of  recreation?  No. 

A.  SUPPLEMENTAL  VALUES 
Narrative: 

Wild  horses  are  known  to  inhabit  the  area. 

Summary:  Does  the  area  contain  ecological,  geological,  or  other  features 

of  scientific,  educational,  scenic,  or  historical  value? 

Yes. 
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SIGNATURE  SHEET 


Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-050-0338,  NV-050-0338A 

Unit  Name:  _ Silver  Peak  Ran^e _ 


I .  FIELD  INVENTORY 

Crew:  James  P.  Dunn 


Marta  L.  Witt 


David  M.  Sparks 


Name 

II.  REPORT-  -  1st  Draft 
Size  Analysis 
Naturalness 
Solitude 
Recreation 

Supplemental  Features 
Rehabi li tat ion 

III.  REVIEW 
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SITUATION  EVALUATION’ 


I.  WILDERNESS  UNIT  IDENTIFICATION 

Area/Island  Name  (if  available) :  Silver  Peak  Range 

Inventory  Unit  No.:  NV-050-0338 _ 

State:  Nevada _  District:  Las  Vegas 


II.  UNIT  ANALYSIS 

Describe  the  following  applicable  factors  in  a  concise  narrative^ 
use  additional  sheets  if  necessary;  supplement  with  photographs. 

A.  Ownership 

Entirely  Federal  Government. 

B.  Size  of  unit  or  number  and  size  estimates  of  multiple  units 

One  unit  of  127,624  acres. 

C.  Easements 

None  known. 

D.  Leases 

None  known. 

E.  Mining  claims 

553  lode  claims;  400  acres  of  placer  claims. 

F.  Permanent  improvements 

Scattered  fencing  in  the  southern  section  of  the  unit. 

G.  Existing  uses 

Ranching , *  mineral  exploration . 

H.  Human  activity 

Hunting,  rock  hounding,  general  recreation. 

I.  Land  treatment /manipulations 

None  known. 

J.  General  vegetation  and  topographic  features  The  vegetation  consists 

of  low-growing  desert  shrubs  found  on  the  fringe  areas  of  the  unit  to 
Manzanita,’  Mountain  Mahogany,  and  scattered'.Pinion/ Juniper  stands 
found  on  the  Silver  Peak  Range  which  is  located  in  the  interior 
of  the  unit . 

K.  Contiguous  lands  Contiguous  to  the  CDCA. 
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III.  UNIT  EVALUATION 


IV.  , 

x 

□ 


v. 

Acting 


A.  Select  one  of  the  following: 


□  i. 

□  2. 


The  area  appears  to  have  potential  for  further 
wilderness  consideration. 

The  area  obviously  and  clearly  does  not  have 
potential  for  wilderness. 


Explain  your  rationale  for  selection. 

Due  to  size  and  apparent  naturalness,  the  unit  should  remain 
in  the  review  process  for  further  study. 


B.  Is  area  or  island  of  sufficient  size? 

Yes. 

C-  Is  there  enough  public  support  for  intensive  wilderness 
inventory  of  the  area  or  island  or  any  part? 

Unknown . 


UNIT  RECOMMENDATION  (Check  appropriate  block.) 


A.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  for  intensive 
wilderness  inventory. 


B.  Area  or  island  (or  groupings)  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying 
for  further  inventory  and  should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness 
review  process. 


AUG  Z  7  1979 

DISTRICT  MANAGER  DATE 
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Unit  No.:  NV- 050-0338 
Unit  Name:  Silver  Peak  Range 


VI.  AMENDMENTS 

A.  Public  comment  included  information  on  road  and  mining 
impacts.  A  partial  field  review  verified  that  the  McAfee 
Canyon  Road  does  split  the  unit  into  two  sections.  Unit 
NV-050-0338  (A)  is  the  northern  section  and  contains 
72,779  acres.  The  southern  section  is  NV-050-0338A  (A) 
and  contains  54,845  acres.  Other  comments  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  during  the  intensive  inventory. 

B.  Both  sections  of  the  unit  are  greater  than  5,000  acres  and 
of  sufficient  size  and  apparent  naturalness  to  be  recommen¬ 
ded  for  an  intensive  inventory. 

C.  Revised  acreage: 

The  total  unit  acreage  remains  the  same:  127,624  acres. 

NV-050-0338  72,779  acres 

NV-050-0338A  54,845  acres 

127,624  acres 


VII.  UNIT  RECOMMENDATION 

X  Area  is  recommended  for  an  intensive  inventory. 

_  Area  is  recommended  as  not  qualifying  for  further  inventory 

and  should  be  dropped  from  the  wilderness  review  process. 

_  Portions  of  this  unit  are  recommended  for  intensive  inventory. 


Field  Review 


Dist 


Wilderness  Specialist 


•a  /\&/~>q 

Date 


Date 


-44- 


Unit  No.:  NV-050-0338  con't... 
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NEVADA  BLM  INTENSIVE 
WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 

PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


y 


WILDERNESS,  BLM 
P.Q.  Box  12000  ' 

300  Booth  St.,  Rm.  3008 
Reno,  NV  89520 


Name  Robert  L.  Anderson 


Address  106  Cedar 


Wallace,  Idaho  83873 


Representing  any  Group 


BLM  D i s t r i c t _ l-\j  Vegas _ 

Unit  N umber  MV-050-  03374^(^33^^ 
(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 

Unit  Name  Company  Spring  South _ 


For  the  purpose  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Roadlessness: 

"The  word  'roadless1  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads"  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

.generally'  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable. " 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics? 


Yes[] 


Why  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
a  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
3 1 1  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
Jtilized,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
iescribe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
;ure  to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 
lany  colors  are  not  reproducible  cn  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 
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SIZE: 


ROADS: 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 

In  regard  to  the  proposed  wilderness  areas: 

1)  The  areas  are  not  suitable  in  landscape  or  climate  for  recreation. 

2)  Mining  interests,  which  would  be  substantially  beneficial,  would 
be  severely  restricted. 

3)  In  weighing  the  evidence,  the  disadvantages  of  creating  a  wilderness  area  far 
outweigh  the  benefits. 

I  propose  that  the  areas  be  dropped  from  wilderness  consideration. 


NEVADA  BLM  INTENSIVE 
WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 

PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 

Name  Allan  R.  Young 

Address  Sunshine  Mining  Company 

_ P.  O.  Box  1080,  Kellogg,  Idaho 

83837 

Representing  any  Group _ 

Sunshine  Mining  Company 


l&  WILDERNESS,  BLM 

P.O.-  Box  12000 
300  Booth  St.,  Rin.  3008 
Reno,  NV  89520 

BLM  District  Las  Vegas _ 

Unit  Number  NV-050-0337hQ$^A: 

(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 

Unit  Name _ Company  Spring  South 


For  the  purpose  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Roadlessness: 

"The  word  'roadless*  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

"...generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable. " 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  YesG  No  Ex] 

Why  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
a  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
all  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
utilized,  pi  ease 'mark  your  conment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
describe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
sure  to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 
many  Colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 


SIZE: 


ROADS: 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 

We  are  in  agreement  with  the  State  Director  in  that,  due  to., 
occasional  use  by  prospectors  and  geologists  and  due  to  the 
fact  that  well  traveled  roads  are  visible  from  many  locations 
within  the  area,  neither  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude 
nor  a  primitive  and  unconfined  type  of  recreation  are  present 
in  the  area.  For  this  reason  we  believe  it  should  be  dropped 
from  further  wilderness  consideration. 


INSPIRATION  DEVELOPMENT  COMPANY 

1000  BIBLE  WAY  -  SUITE  60 
RENO,  NEVADA  89502 


(7021  322  5754 

June  25,  1980 


Nevada  State  Director 

U.  S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management 

300  Booth  Street 

Reno,  Nevada  89503 

Dear  Sir: 

Enclosed  you  will  find  an  aerial  photograph  of  the  Sanger 
Mine  area  located  in  the  Silver  Peak  Range,  T2S ,  R37E, 

Sec.  25  and  26,  which  is  part  of  the  Wilderness  Inventory 
Area  NV-050-0337.  You  had  previously  dropped  this  area 
from  wilderness  consideration,  but  I  understand  that  there 
has  been  some  agitation  to  have  it  placed  in  the  Wilder¬ 
ness  Study  category  again. 

Since  the  photograph  was  taken  last  fall  the  road  has  been 
graded  all  the  way  from  the  mine  itself  to  Silver  Peak  and 
the  roads  in  the  mine  area  have  been  improved  and  extended 
along  with  construction  of  several  spurs  leading  to  cleared- 
off  drill  sites.  Furthermore  the  Mohawk  Mine,  3/4  mile 
south  of  the  Sanger,  is  being  actively  mined  at  this  time 
and  the  main  road  out  of  the  area  to  Silver  Peak  is  used 
by  their  ore  trucks.  Our  company  is  presently  exploring 
the  Sanger  property  by  drilling. 

I  am  enclosing  a  .copy  of  a  portion  of  the  BLM  map  with  the 
approximate  area  of  the  photo  outlined. 

I  hope  that  this  will  be  sufficient  evidence  to  justify 
exclusion  of  this  area  from  further  wilderness  considera¬ 
tion  . 
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INSPIRATION  DEVELOPMENT  COMPANY 
1000  BIBLE  WAY  -  SUITE  60 
RENO,  NEVADA  89502 


(702)  322  5754 

June  4,  1980 


District  Manager  BLM 

4765  Vegas  Drive  'r  r  ^ 

P.  0.  Box  5400  ^■i**-?* 

Las  Vegas,  Nevada  89108 

Dear  Sir: 

I  would  like  to  commend  you  on  your  recent  decision 
to  delete  some  inventory  units  near  Silver  Peak, 
Nevada,  from  further  wilderness  consideration. 

I  refer  in  particular  to  unit  numbers  050-0337,  0337A, 
0338,  0338A.  Aside  from  the  roads  and  disturbances 
shown  on  existing  topographic  maps,  there  are  new  and 
current  disturbances  at  the  Sanger  Mine,  the  Nivloc 
and  the  Sixteen-To-One  Mine  involving  at  least  two 
different  mining  companies.  In  addition,  the  Mohawk 
Mine  is  currently  in  production  by  a  third  company, 
creating  still  more  intrusions  and  disturbances. 


PDN : ws 

cc  -  State  Director,  BLM 
Mr.  Ed  Spang 
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NEVADA  BLM  INTENSIVE 
WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 

PUBLIC-  COMMENT  FORM 

Name _ Harold  Stillwell 

AddreSS _ 20  AgafP _ _ 

Kellogg,  Idaho  83837 

Representing  any  Group _ 


WILDERNESS,  BLM 
P.0.  Box  12000'  ; 
i  300  Booth  St.,  Rm.  3008 

^  Reno,  NV  89520 


BLM  District  Las  Vegas _ 

Unit  Number  NV-050-0338A  ^  OP>3>'7- 
(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 

Unit  Name  Silver  Peak  Range  South 


For  BLM  Coding  Use  Only: 

I _  S _ 

In _  Out _ NA/NI 

A  D 


For  the  purpose  of  our  wi Iderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  "and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Roadlessness: 

"The  word  'roadless*  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

"...generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable." 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  YesG  No£3 

Why  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
a  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
all  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
utilized,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
describe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
sure  to  put  your  ^narne  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  jio  not  use  colored  pens  as 
many  colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE 


CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 
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SIZE: 


ROADS: 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 

Well  travelled  roads  make  the  impact  of  man  and  technology  obvious,  pre-empting 
the  'primitive1'  ideal  necessary  for  a  wilderness  area.  Although  the  roads  are 
not  regularly  maintained,  they  are  serviced  as  needed  and  therefore  do  not 
comply  with  the  "roadless"  requirement.  I  suggest  the  area  be  dropped  from  further 
consi deration. 


t  *  V 
1 


BLM  INTENSIVE 
ESS  INVENTORY 


PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


WILDERNESS,  BLM 
P.O.  Bex  12000 

^  g  300  Booth  St.,  Rm.  3008 

r<  Reno,  NV  89520 

> — * 


Robert  L.  Launhardt 


P.O.  Box  1167 


Pmehurst,  Idaho  83850 


Representing  any  Group 


BLM  District  UprAl^CKS _ 

Unit  N  umb  e  r  K\\l  -  g5<q  33?  -V  033%  A 
(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit)  . 

do  S> O'C  v  K'n'S  S>C.  / 

Unit  Name  rcoNT  oVk 


For  the  purpose  of  our  wilderness  inventory, 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Road! essness :  2) 

"The  word  ‘roadless1  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  irrsure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

1)  Naturalness:  4) 

. .general ly  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable. " 


Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


»o  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  YesO 

'hy  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
resence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
11  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
till  zed,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
escribe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
ure  to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 
any  colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 
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SIZE: 


ROADS: 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 
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PUBLIC  COMMENT, FORM 

Mame  William  Anderson 
Address  P*0.  Box  826 

Osburn,  Idaho  83849 

Representing  any  Group  _ 

l  kJ  t.t  — 


.(  .U.  DOX  J.2UU0'  . 

300  Booth  St.,  Rm.  3008 
Reno,  NV  89520 


BLM  District _ Las  Vegas  _ 

Unit  Number _ NV-050-0338A  <vo33~f 

(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 

Unit  Name  Silver  Peak  Range  South  / 


For  the  purpose  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Roadlessness: 

"The  word  'roadless'  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

"...generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable. " 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  YesG  Nou^ 


Why  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
a  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
all  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
utilized,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
describe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well'1  etc.)  and  be 
sure  to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 
many  colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  macnines. 


(PLLASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 
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SIZE: 


ROADS: 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 

Due  to  roads  and  other  man-made  "imprints",  the  units  suggested  would  make 
poor  wilderness  areas.  The  value  of  the  land  lies  in  mineral  deposits 
scattered  throughout  the  region.  Veins  of  silver  that  could  be  mined  would 
go  untouched  if  tnis  area  would  remain  in  the  wilderness  review  process. 

As  there  would  be  few  benefits  in  making  the  area  wilderness,  and  several 
advantages  in  mining  its  metal  deposits,  I  propose  that  this  area  be  eliminated  frbm 
further  wilderness  review. 


NEVADA  BLM  INTENSIVE 
WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 

PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


A 


■  C 


^  c5 


9 


WILDERNESS,  BLM 
P.O.  Box  12000 
300  Booth  St.,  Rm.  3008 
Reno,  NV  89520 


Name _ Donald  C.  Long _ 

Address  Sunshine  Star  Route 


BLM  District _ Las  Vegas 

Unit  Number  NV-050-0337'vC>‘5'2>£/V 

(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 

Unit  Name  Company  Spring  South/ 


For  the  purpose  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Roadlessness: 

"The  word  ‘roadless*  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

"...generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable. " 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  YesG  NoJ^j. 

Why  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
a  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
all  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
utilized,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
describe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
sure  to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 
many  colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 
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SIZE: 


ROADS: 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 

The  primary  purpose  of  a  wilderness  area  is  to  provide  a  primitive 

area,  where  solitude  and  unconfined  recreation  can  be  pursued.  Whe 

traffic,  roads  and  other  inprints  of  man  are  present,  the  primitive 

aspect  is  lost.  The  barren  land  limits  recreation  and  oonstitues  a  poor  area  for 

wilderness  activities.  I  feel  the  area  is  unsuitable  for  wilderness 

consideration . 


NEVADA- BLM  INTENSIVE 
.WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 

PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


WILDERNESS,  BLM 
P'.O.  Cox  12000  ' 

300  Booth  St.,  Rm.  3008 
Reno,  NV  89520 


Name  Tom  Bagan 
Address  P-O.  Box  2 4 1 

Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho  83814 

Representing  any  Group _ _ 


BLM  District  \ — , VO’ ~ 

Unit  Numbe  r  \  C*V  V  .  O  AAS  A  ■*<£3'2>  ? 


(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 


For  the  purpose  of  our  v/ilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


I)  Roadl essness: 

“The  word  'roadless1  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

. .general ly  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable. " 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  YesO  NoQjf 

7hy  or  why  not?  Using  the  back,  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
Presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
i  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
ill  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
itilized,  please  mark  your  cornnent  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
iescribe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
;ure  to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 
.any  colors  arp  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 
-22- 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 
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KtVALIA  £LM  INI  LNSIVE 
WtDERNESS  INVENTORY 

PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


P.O.  Bok  12000' 

300  Bootti  St.,  Rm.  3008 
Reno,  N?  89520 


Name _ 

Address 


Sid  Cropper 


Box  305 


Silverton,  Idaho  83867 


Representing  any  Group 


BLM  District  Las  Vegas _ 

Unit  Number  NV-0 50-03 37  V 


(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 
Unit  Name  Company  Spring  South 


For  BLM 

Coding  Use  Only: 

I 

S 

In 

Out  NA/NI 

A 

D 

For  the  purpose  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Roadless ness: 

"The  word  'roadless'  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

". . .general ly  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable." 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics? 


Why  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific*  and,-address  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If>you  need  to  point  out 
a  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
all  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
utilized,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
describe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
sure  to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 
many  colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 
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SIZE: 


ROADS: 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 

Thp  areas  presently  being  debated  have  great  mineral  potential. 

£ 

Inessential  to  consider  that  much  of  the  land  in  Nevada  has  the  same  vegetation,  climate  etc. 
It  is  not  unique. 

If  such  land  is  deemed  iuii  Lubli.  for  a  wilderness  area,  other  units  devoid  of  mineral 
deposits  could  be  allotted. 


NEVADA ‘SLM  INTENSIVE 
WILDERNESS ^INVENTORY 

PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


WILDERNESS,  BLM 
P.O.&dx  13000'  ; 

300  Booth  St.,  Rm.  3008 
Reno,  NV  89520 


Name _ Ron  Pann _ 

Address  712  Maple 

Wallace,  Idaho  83873 

Representing  any  Group _ 


BLM  District _ Las  Vegas _ 

Unit  Number  rfV-050-0338A  V03 


(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 

Unit  Name  Silver  Peak  Range  South 


'"rESrsvS\VN 

For  BLM 

Coding  Use  Only: 

I 

S 

In 

Out  NA/NI 

A 

D 

For  the  purpose  of  our  wilderness  inventory,  wilderness  characteristics  as 
identified  and  outlined  by  Congress  are: 


1)  Roadlessness: 

“The  word  'roadless'  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 

3)  Naturalness: 

". . .generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeabl e. " 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 

4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do 


you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  YesCD  Nojjfl 


Why  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
3  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
all  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
Hilized,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
Jescribe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 


nanif 


and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 


;ure  to  put  your  _____  _  .  _ _ 

iany  colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 


SIZE: 


ROADS: 


NATURALNESS: 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AMD  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 

An  outdoors  enthusiast,  I  find  that  barren  areas  such  as  the  ones 
suggested  provide  little  to  accomodate  the  needs  and  wants  of 
people  who  enjoy  wilderness  area.  It  is  my  suggestion  that  these  areas 
be  dropped  from  consideration  and  a  more  suitable  site  chosen. 


will 


3^1.J 

ufU..  - 


2012  Branch  Lane 
Reno,  Nevada  89509 


June  3 ,  1980 


Mr.  Ed  Spang,  State  Director 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
300  Booth  Street,  P.O.  12000 
Reno,  Nevada  89520 

Dear  Mr.  Spang: 

I  would  like  to  express  my  support  for  BLM's  decision  to 
eliminate  from  further  wilderness  consideration  units  number 
NV-050-0338  and  NV-050-0338A  in  Esmeralda  County. 

I  am  personally  familiar  with  both,  having  conducted 
mineral  exploration  in  the  area.  Both  units  contain  numerous 
"imprints  of  man"  which  impact  their  naturalness .  It's  also 
clear  that  neither  possesses  outstanding  opportunities  for 
solitude  or  primitive  and  unconfined  recreation. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment. 


Sincerel y , 


Joyce  Hall 


NEVADA  BLM  INTENSIVE 
WILDERNESS  INVENTORY 

PUBLIC  COMMENT  FORM 


(  ^  /  WILDERNESS,  BLM 

'  P.O.  Box  12000 

300  Booth  St.,  Rm.  3008 
Reno,  NV  89520 


Name  Tom  Halford 


-Room  7-14  G.  0.  B 
Address  p.  Q,  Box  111 


- Los_.  Angeles  .  Calif,  90051 

Representing  any  Group  Los  Angeles 


BLM  District  Las  Vegas 


Unit  Number  NV-050-0337  +  Q338A 
(Use  one  sheet  for  each  unit) 

Unit  Name  Company  Spring  South 


1)  Roadlessness: 

"The  word  'roadless'  refers  to 
the  absence  of  roads  which  have 
been  improved  and  maintained  by 
mechanical  means  to  Insure  rela¬ 
tively  regular  and  continuous 
use.  A  way  maintained  solely 
by  the  passage  of  vehicles  does 
not  constitute  a  road." 


2)  Size: 

a)  5,000  acres  or  more  of  public  land. 

b)  Less  than  5,000  acres  but  are  of 
unique  character  and  are  of 
sufficient  size  suitable  for 
wilderness  management. 

c)  Are  contiguous  to  other  federally 
managed  acreage  determined  to  have 
wilderness  values. 


3)  Naturalness: 

"...generally  appears  to  have 
been  affected  primarily  by 
forces  of  nature  with  the 
imprint  of  man's  work  sub¬ 
stantially  unnoticeable." 


4)  Solitude  or  a  Primitive  and  Unconfined 
Type  of  Recreation: 

"...has  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  or  a  primitive  and 
unconfined  type  of  recreation." 


Do  you  think  this  area  has  wilderness  characteristics?  YesG  NoG 

Why  or  why  not?  Using  the  back  of  this  sheet,  please  be  specific  and  address  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  characteristics  outlined  above.  If  you  need  to  point  out 
a  particular  location,  please  do  so  on  a  map.  BLM  wilderness  maps  are  available  for 
all  public  land  areas  in  the  state.  To  make  sure  your  map  comment  is  able  to  be 
utilize'd,  please  mark  your  comment  clearly  with  a  heavy  black  pen;  in  writing  nearby 
describe  your  comment  (e.g.  "maintained,  regularly  used  road"  or  "well"  etc.)  and  be 
sure  to  put  your  name  and  address  on  the  map.  Please  do  not  use  colored  pens  as 
many  colors  are  not  reproducible  on  Xerox  or  duplicating  machines. 


(PLEASE  CONTINUE  TO  BACK  OF  SHEET) 

-?n- 


SIZE: 


ROAOS : 


NATURALNESS:  The  existing  transmission  line  and  associated  access 
roads  traversing  along  the  eastern  border  of  this  unit  are  sub¬ 
stantial  and  noticeable  imprints  of  man's  work  that  cause  the  area 
adjacent  to  this  line  to  lose  its  primeval  character  due  to  the 
transmission  lines  visual  interference. 


SOLITUDE  OR  A  PRIMITIVE  AND  UNCONFINED  TYPE  OF  RECREATION: 

The  area  adjacent  to  the  existing  transmission  line  is 
impacted  with  intrusion  to  solitude  by  the  visual  interference 
of  the  transmission  structures  and  lines. 
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Nevada 
Cattlemen’s 
Association 


975  Fifth  Street  -  Elko,  Nevada  89801 
(702)  738-6846 

January  16,  1980  'fiYr 


t  > 


Mr.  Ed  Spang,  State  Director 


BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
Room  3008  Federal  Building 
300  Booth  St. 


Reno,  NV  89509 
Dear  Mr .  Spang : 


On  behalf  of  the  Nevada  Cattlemen ' s  Association,  I  submit  the 
following  comments  on  the  BIM's  proposal  for  the  Five  Natural  Areas. 


We  support  the  findings  that  these  areas  be  reported  to  Congress 
as  lacking  those  criteria  for  wilderness  as  set  forth  in  Federal  law. 

More  specific  oomnents  are  as  follows: 

1.  Pine  Creek  Natural  Area  —  A'/  '  } 

This  area  lacks  the  size  necessary  to  meet  wilderness 
criteria.  One  hundred  fifty  acres  is  much  too  small  to 
provide  adequate  solitude.  The  narrowness  of  the  canyon 
also  adds  to  this  lack  of  potential  for  solitude. 

, ,/  * 

2.  Pinyon  Joshua  Transition  Natural  Area  m /  -  b-j  ->  j_  . 

This  area  also  lacks  the  basic  requirements  necessary  to 
meet  the  criteria  for  size,  roadlessness,  solitude  and 
naturalness .  Five  hundred  sixty  acres  is  much  too  small 
to  provide  for  solitude,  especially  when  you  consider  the 
roads  that  divide  the  area. 

Water  tanks  and  corrals  located  in  the  area  distract  from 
The  naturalness  of  the  area. 

We  strongly  feel  that  a  recommendation  should  be  made  that 
this  area  not  be  further  considered  for  wilderness  study 
regardless  of  contiguous  areas  classification.  The  nearness 
of  roads  surrounding  this  unit  doesn't  allow  for  enough  size 
to  allow  "for  solitude.  The  mining  activities,  as  well  as 
other  improvements  (water  tanks,  corrals),  take  away  from 
the  naturalness  of  the  area. 


3.  Heusser  Mountain  Bristleoone  Pine  Natural  Area 

Again  solitude  would  be  lacking  because  of  the  small  size  of 
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national  cattlemen's  association 
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this  area.  The  quality  of  wilderness  is  also  poor  in  this  area 
due  to  the  lack  of  good  vegetative  cover. 

- - - —  y 

4 .  Goshute  Canyon  Natural  Area  ^  -  0  h  ?  '  0  <  J 

Intrusions  of  man  within  this  area,  such  as  a  steel  building 
located  on  the  private  property,  in  Section  34  and  the  road 
that  passes  north  to  south  through  Sections  24,  34,  35,  4,  5, 
and  8  make  the  area  unacceptable  for  the  cirteria  of  naturalness. 
Fences  in  the  most  easterly  sections  also  distract  from  the 
naturalness  of  the  area. 

The  narrowness  of  a  substantial  part  of  the  area  (Sections  2, 

11,  12,  7,  18,  17)  would  make  solitude  unlikely. 

We  recommend  that  this  natural  area  as  well  as  the  contiguous 
roadless  lands  be  removed  from  further  wilderness  consideration. 

(See  also  our  carmen  ts  of  12/20/79  on  NV-040-015  on  file  in  the 
Ely  and  Elko  BIM  offices.) 

yi  ^ 

5.  Lahontan  Cutthroat  Trout  Natural  Area 

This  area  contains  many  intrusions,  private  land,  and  lack  of 
size^necessary  to  meet  wilderness  cflterlaT- 

Intrusions  include:  roads  through  Sections  15,  14,  23,  22,  24, 

25,  26,  27,  34,  35,  and  3‘ST’of  T42NR26E  and  Sections  29,  30,  31, 
of  R27ET42N  and  Section  6  of  T41NR27E  and  through  Sections  1,  2, 

3,  11,  and  12  of  T41NR26E. 

Fences_J±irough  Sections  23,  24,  25,  36,  35,  and  26  of  T42NR26E. 

Permanent  building  structures  and  corrals  are  obvious  at  Sumner 
Camptanfl" Stanley  Carr^. - 

These  intrusions  leave  little  room  for  naturalness  in  this  area. 

We  recommend  that  this  area  as  well  as  the  contiguous  roadless  areas 
be  excluded  from  further  wilderness  inventory  or  classification. 

To  suggest  that  this  area,  which  you  have  documented  lacks 
wilderness  characteristics,  could  be  included  as  wilderness  in 
one  of  the  contiguous  roadless  areas  under  inventory,  is  an 
assumption  that  clearly  shows  the  weakness  of  the  wilderness 
criteria  that  presently  exist. 

Sincerely, 

'  )  / 

/ 

.  /  , 

( f :  '  ' 

Paul  Bottari 
Executive  Seen tv . rv 
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Winnemucca  BLM 
Las  Vegas  BLM 


PATHFINDER 
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Pathfinder  Mines  Corp. 
1931  Sul ro.  Suite  203  A 
Reno,  Neveda  89512 
(702)  786-5714 


April  29,  1980 


Wilderness,  BLM 
P.  0.  Box  12000 
300  Booth  Street 
Reno,  NV  89520 

Dear  Si rs : 


We  strongly  support  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  decision  on 


April  1,  1980,  to  return  to  multiple 


NV-030-136 

NV-050-324 

NV-030-402 

NV-050-325 

NV-030-409 

NV-050-328 

NV-030-425 

NV-050-330 

NV-030-436 

NV-050-331 

NV-030-437 

NV-050-335 

NV-050-302 

NV-050-336 

NV-050-304 

NV-050-337 

NV-050-305 

NV-050-338 

NV-050-306 

NV-050-341 

NV-050-319 

NV-050-345 

NV-050-320 

NV-050-345A 

NV-050-323 

NV-050-349 / 

use  the  following  areas  in  Nevada: 

HV-050»343A 

NV-050-351S 

NV-050-352A 

NV-050-353 

flV-05£--353A 

NV-050-387 
NV-050-03R-12 
NV-050-03R-12A 
0--4ie— ■ 

NV-060-432 

NV-060-433 

NV-060-442 

f\ 


The  attached  documentation  shows  that  these  areas  are  not  suitable  for 
continued  consideration  as  wilderness  because  of  man's  intrusion,  lack 
of  solitude,  and  their  having  higher  use  in  their  present  multiple  use 
classification  for  grazing,  mining,  and  public  recreation. 

Sincerely, 

Charles  D.  Snow 
District  Geologist 

CDS: jj 


end/ 


' 


Off 

iff 


CLIMAX  MOLYBDENUM  COMPANY 


AMAX  MOLYBDENUM  DIVISION 


AKAAK  INC 


June  26,  1980 


EXTERNAL  AFFAIRS 


Wilderness,  BLM 

P.O.  Box  12000 

300  Booth  Street,  Rm.  3008 

Reno,  Nevada  89520 

Dear  Sir/Madam: 

AMAX  Inc.,  a  diversified  natural  resources  company, 
suggests  that  the  following  areas  be  dropped  from  further 
wilderness  consideration  for  the  reasons  that  follow. 
Although  comments  other  than  wilderness  charactersit ics  are 
not  being  considered  during  this  phase  of  the  BLM  intensive 
inventory  process  and  will  be  considered  under  the  "study 
phase",  AMAX  Inc.  would  like  to  submit  the  following  remarks 
regarding  mineralization  in  proposed  WSA's  and  their 
subsequent  mining  potential. 


020-603  -  South  Jackson  Mountains,  020-606  -  North  Jackson 

Mountains,  020-620  -  Black  Rock  Desert 

The  Black  Rock  Desert  is  a  barren  wasteland  with  no  redeeming 
features  to  recommend  it  for  any  type  of  wilderness 
experience.  It  is  hot  and  dry  and  basically  uninhabitable. 
Visually,  it  is  flat,  sparsely  vegetated  and  has  no 
outstanding  characteristics.  Summer  recreationists  use  the 
general  Black  Rock  Desert  for  four  wheel  drive  activities. 

The  Jackson  Mountains  have  a  history  of  mining  activity  and 
various  roads  and  mine  diggings  are  scattered  throughout 
these  canyons.  The  mineral  potential  in  the  arqa  is 
relatively  high  with  present  day  exploration  activities 
ongoing.  The  potential  for  increased  mining  activity  is  high 
and  thus  may  detract  from  the  areas'  naturalness  and 
solitude . 

040-086  Granite  Spring 

The  only  rational  for  placing  this  small  unit  in  further 
wilderness  study  is  the  BLM's  own  policy  of  studying  areas 
with  less  than  5,000  acres  that  are  adjacent  to  proposed  RARE 
II  wilderness  areas.  This  area  is  not  outstanding  in  its 
recreational  values  nor  its  opportunity  for  solitude.  The 
BLM  recommends  it  be  dropped  if  the  adjacent  Forest  Service 
area  is  removed  from  further  study. 
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Ely  District 

040-oWa,  040-1  85  ,  040-085  ,  040^6A'  040-1  00  ,  040-1  00C 
040-107,  040-109,  040-184,  and  040-185 

We  concur  with  the  recommendation  of  dropping  these  units 
from  further  wilderness  consideration.  There  are  numerous 
roads  and  a  variety  of  intrusions  including  ways,  mines, 
fences,  powerlines,  pipelines  and  other  mining  and  ranching 
activities  evident. 

In  general,  the  entire  Snake  Range  is  limited  in  wilderness 
qualities  as  its  overall  diversity  is  poor,  it  provides  less 
than  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  and  offers  little 
in  the  way  of  a  primative  recreational  experience. 

Las  Vegas  District 

050-0113,  050-0302,  050-0304,  050-0305,  050-0306,  050-0308, 
050-0311,  050-0312,  050-0323,  050-0324,  050-0325,  050-0327, 
050-0328,  050-0330,  050-0330A,  050-0336,  050-0337,  050-337A, 
050-0338,  050-0338A,  050-0340,  050-0342,  050-0349,  050-0351, 
050-0353,  050-0369,  and  050-0387. 

Analysis  of  this  district  indicates  that  numerous  units  are 
impacted,  some  heavily,  by  access  roads,  ways,  and  extensive 
mining  activity. 

"Man  made  intrusions"  of  these  units  include  many  active 
mines  and  mining  claims,  utility  lines,  and  water 
developments  (including  stock  and  reservoir).  Additionally, 
the  majority  of  these  units  have  at  one  time  or  another  been 
designated  as  mining  districts. 

Although  the  units  within  this  district  contain  more  than 
5000  acres  of  contigous  public  land,  the  imprint  of  man’s 
work  is  substantially  noticeable.  Furthermore,  imposing 
views  and  sounds  of  mining  activity  precludes  outstanding 
opportunities  for  naturalness,  solitude,  and  a  primative  or 
an  unconfined  type  of  recreation. 


Battle  Mountain  District 
060-086,  060-190,  060-474,  060-482 

Extensive  mining  activity  and  numerous  roads  and  ways 
comprise  most  of  the  intrusions  in  these  units.  The  presence 
of  these  roads  and  intrusions  into  the  units  adversely  affect 
opportunitites  for  naturalness,  solitude  and  primative  and 


#  , 

Roland  D.  Westeroard,  Director 
Peter  G.  Morros,  Assistant  Director 
Freddie  L. 'Little,  Assistant  Director 
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ROBERT  LIST 
Governor 


Conservation  Districts  . 

Environmental  Protection 
Forestry 

Historic  Preservation  and  Archeology 
State  Lands 
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Capitol  Complex 
Nye  Bldg.,  201  S.  Fall  Street 
Carson  City,  Nevada  89710 
Telephone  (702)  885-4360 
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Address  Reply  to 


State  Conservation  Commission 
State  Environmental  Commission 


Mineral  Resources 
State  Parks 
Water  Planning 
Water  Resources 


COMMISSIONS 


STATE  OF  NEVADA 


Department  of  Conservation  and  Natural  Resources 


OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR 
CARSON  CITY,  NEVADA  89710 

June  30,  1980 


Mr.  Edward  F.  Spang 

State  Director 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.  0.  Box  12000 

Reno,  Nevada  89509 

Dear  Ed: 

We  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  comment 
on  the  results  of  the  intensive  phase  of  BLM’s  wilderness 
inventory. 

The  guidelines  which  BLM  has  established  do  not  permit 
consideration  of  the  value  of  resources  other  than  wilder¬ 
ness  during  this  phase  of  the  process.  Since  factors  such 
as  mineral  potential  will  not  be  appraised  until  an  area 
has  received  a  wilderness  study  (WSA)  designation,  it  is 
important  that  only  those  areas  which  truly  possess  wilder¬ 
ness  qualities  be  formally  identified  as  WSA's. 

Of  concern  at  this  time,  as  during  several  inventories 
which  were  previously  conducted  at  accelerated  rates,  is 
BLM's  failure  to  comply  with  guidelines  which  were  set  out 
in  the  "Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook"  as  they  apply  to 
areas  contiguous  with  proposals  of  other  agencies. 

The  "Wilderness  Inventory  Handbook"  lists  the 
characteristics  which  Wilderness  Study  Areas  must  possess. 
The  following  is  taken  from  page  6  of  that  publication: 


"In  the  inventory  process  to  identify  roadless 
areas  with  wilderness  characteristics,  the  key 
factors  to  be  used: 

1.  Size.  At  least  5000  contiguous  roadless 
acres  of  public  land. 
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unconfined  recreation. 


We  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  for  AMAX  Inc.  to  comment 
during  the  Nevada  Intensive  Wilderness  Inventory  process  of 
the  BLM  and  we  look  forward  to  working  with  your  office 
during  the  upcoming  "study  phase". 


Sincerely, 


Kit  Caples 

Director  Federal  Governmental  Affairs 
Climax  Molybdenum  Company 


KC/cl 
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2.  Naturalness:  The  imprint  of  man's  work 
must  be  substantially  unno ticeable . 

3.  Either:  a.  An  outstanding  opportunity 

for  solitude,  or 
b.  An  outstanding  opportunity 
for  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreation . 


To  qualify  for  wilderness  study  identification  an 
area  or  public  land  must  be  shown  to  meet  both  factor 
2  and  3.M  (Emphasis  added). 


Areas  contiguous  with  proposals  of  other  agencies  may 
be  considered  if  they  are  smaller  than  5000  acres  in  size. 
An  area  must  still,  however,  meet  the  solitude  or  primitive 
recreation  criterion,  on  its  own. 


In  BLM's  estimation,  the  inventory  units  listed  below 
do  not  meet  either  3a  or  3b  above  except  in  conjunction  with 
a  WSA  proposed  by  another  agency.  To  propose  them  as  WSA's 
then,  is  to  violate  the  guidelines  established  at  the  outset 
of  the  project. 


NV-020-637 

NV-030-430 

NV-030-432 

NV-030-532 

NV- 040- 08 6 

NV-050-0154 

NV-050-0165 

NV-050-0350 


NV-050-0355 

NV-050-0368 

NV-050-0369 

NV-050-0370 

NV-050-03R-22 

NV-050-0460 

NV-060-166 


We  support  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's  decision  to 
eliminate  from  further  consideration  for  wilderness  study, 
those  areas  which  do  not  possess  wilderness  characteristics. 
More  specifically,  it's  felt  that,  based  on  BLM's  findings, 
the  following  areas  or  portions  of  areas,  should  be  returned 
to  multiple  use: 


NV-020-621 

NV-020-621A 

NV-020-436 

NV-030-517 

NV-030-605 

NV-030-610 

NV-040- 242 


Pahute  Peak 
Mahagony  Mountain 
Granite  Mountain 
Rawe  Peak 
Virginia  Mountains 
Peterson  Mountains 
Worthington  Mountains 
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NV-040-243  Golden  Gate  Range 

NV-050-338  Silver  Peak  Range  North 

NV-050-338A  Silver  Peak  Range  South 

NV- 060- 504  Diamond  Mountains 

NV- 060- 530  Rutabaga  Creek 

NV-060-531  Henderson 

NV-060-541  R.oberts  Mountain 

NV-060-554  North  Diamond 


While  it  is  probable  that  areas  exist  which  are  of 
wilderness  character,  and  which  are  deserving  of  additional 
wilderness  study.  Wilderness  Study  Areas  will  be  subject 
to  use  restrictions  for  an  almost  indefinite  period.  It 
is,  therefore,  essential  that  an  informed  decision  be  made 
at  this  time  regarding  the  disposition  of  these  areas. 

Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  comment. 


Sincerely , 


Roland  D.  Westerga 
Director 


RDW : v j  w 
cc:  Th' 


The  Honorable  Robert  List 
Governor,  State  of  Nevada 


